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PROCEEDI NGS

MR, DOUG HOUSTON: Good eveni ng,
| adi es and gentlenmen. M name is Doug Houston, and
|"mthe Fast Flux Test Facility Issue Manager for
the State of Oregon O fice of Energy -- not the
Federal Departnment of Energy, the State of Oregon
Ofice of Energy; | want to nake that clear.

And I'd Iike to wel come everybody
here tonight to this neeting. This is your chance
to give the Departnment of Energy your input on this
programmati c envi ronnental inpact statenent.

To get things rolling here, Il
i ntroduce our facilitator, JimParham

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you, sir.

Thanks for comng. And it |ooks |like
we have a very full house, and sone interesting
outfits out there. Wth the Hall oween season fast
approaching, | see that —I see several that | want
nmy daughter to try during the upcom ng coupl e of
weeks here. Thanks for comi ng and taking part of
your evening to be here, and welcone to the
Department of Energy's Programmati c Environnent al
| npact Statement Meeting for Acconplishing Expanded
Cvilian Nucl ear Research and Devel opnent and

| sot ope Production Mssions in the United States,
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including the Role of the Fast Flux Test Facility.
And that's a big title, and it's also referred to,
the progranmatic environnmental inpact statenent, as
t he Nucl ear Infrastructure PEIS.

l"'mJimParham and |I'Il be your
facilitator. 1'mnot an enpl oyee of the Departnent
of Energy either, nor am| a representative of them
In fact, | used to be responsible as Chief of Staff
of the National Park Service several years back, and
had a responsibility for com ng out here quite a few
times during sone neetings such as the Wl verine
Rei nt roduction neetings and Spotted OM neetings, so
you may renmenber ne fromthat tinme, which was
anot her period of time that the governnent and the
public were working together to get decisions nmade.

My job here is two fold. It's really
to let you get out of this roomtoday feeling |ike
you got sonme information fromDOE, as well as got
your comrents heard by DOE. And | think we'll be
able to get that done. And also, it's really
i nportant that we get out of here feeling that we
had and gave everybody an equal opportunity to talk,
no matter how different their viewpoints may be from
yours. And what | nmean by that is, we really want

to extend the courtesy that you expect when you're
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8
up here speaking to everyone el se who's up speaki ng.
And the opportunity to —catcalls or to whistle
during other people's presentations is just really
not appropriate, and we don't want to get into that,
because we have a |low ceiling, one thing, and we
also -- it just takes up a lot of tine, and we
really believe that everyone has a right to be heard
here.

This is one of seven scopi ng neetings
being held on the PEIS. Meetings are also being
hel d during October —one was held in Gak Ridge,
one in ldaho Falls, Seattle and Portland, of course,
earlier this week, of course here, Richland,

Washi ngton, tonorrow ni ght, and then Washi ngton,
D. C., next week.

The comrent period for this began on
Sept enber 15th, 1999, and runs through Cctober 31st,
1999. And that closing date again is Cctober 31st,
1999. Comments received after that date will be
considered to the extent practicable.

These hearings are just one way to
provi de coments to the DOE on the proposed action
addressed in this PEIS. You nay al so send witten
comments to DCE at the address listed in the packet;

that's by snail-mail. You can do e-mail, you can do
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fax, you can call themin on the phone, the voice-
mail. They really do give you quite a few
opportunities to get your information in by the
deadl i ne.

When you regi stered toni ght, you
shoul d have received a package of materials that
i ncluded a comment form and al so a neeting
eval uation form and you can return those forns to
the registration desk afterwards. Al so, we —if
you didn't get a packet of material, Sydel and
Charlotte up here have additional materials. 1Is
t here anyone who needs a packet of the presentation
materials for tonight, as they cane in and didn't
get that? So as they hand that out, let nme continue
on about sone of the other materials.

Some of the materials in the back of
the room there with the posters, include the expert
panel report, "Forecast of Future Demands for

Medi cal |sotopes,” the Federal Register Notice of

I ntent that many of you've seen before on this
project, and several NASA brochures on the space
progr ans.

Now let's turn to the format of
tonight's neeting. One purpose of tonight's session

is for DCE representatives to give you sone
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10
i nformation on the proposed action detailed in the
Notice of Intent.

Ms. Colette Brown, who is the Manager
for this EIS, is up here in the front. Colette wll
be presenting to you a very brief fifteen- or
twenty-m nute presentation, and at that
presentation, we ask you to hold questions for that
present ati on.

We'll go to a question and answer
session for that inmediately after her presentation.
We'll do that for a few short mnutes because of the
nunber of people here who want to comrent, and then
we'll nove into a comrent period, and |I'Il explain
that in nore details in a second.

The other person up in front with
Colette is Shane Johnson, and he's Special Assistant
to the Director of the Ofice of Nuclear Energy,

Sci ence and Technol ogy, and is responsible with
Colette on programmatic devel opnent in this PEIS and
other things at DOE, and he'll be up here to answer
guestions and also listen to comments.

There are other DOE Richland Ofice
of ficials and DCE headquarters staff up here, and
they'Il be introduced if they're needed to answer

guestions, and we'll nake sure they're notified.
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Again, | said after the brief
presentation I'll facilitate a section where you
have the opportunity to ask clarifying questions on
the presentation. Again, we won't get to every
guestion, but we'll take a fewto get that fifteen

—ten or fifteen m nutes.

Then we' |l nove to the coment
period. W will not take a break; we will go right
into the comment period. And at that, we'll |et
el ected officials go first, and then we'll nove

right into public conments.

Under the public comments section
individuals -- if you read in the NO or you've
heard or attended one of the past couple of neetings
the last few nights, individuals have five m nutes
to talk and give their comments. Wth the nunber
here, if you can abbreviate that, it's great, and
get —give people nore tine to get through
everyone; it's wonderful. And we have a —we'l|
have a stopwatch just to keep you notified. Wen
you get close to your tine, I'll say, "Thirty
seconds” or "One mnute”; | won't try to —I"I1l try
to catch a point where you' re pausing, not to rudely

i nterrupt you.
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Represent ati ves of organi zati ons have
ten mnutes, as well as the elected officials, and
we'll et them know the sane thing when it gets down
to that period of tinme. | have a handy-dandy
stopwat ch person here who's really done a good job
of keeping me on track.

Again, if you can summari ze your
comments and turn in those witten comments is
wonder- -- it's wonderful. If you have witten
copi es of your coments with you tonight, we would
| ove to get those. It's very inportant, and |'|
tell you why, is that we have a court reporter up
here who will be taking the question and answer and
the coments section and getting that information
down in a verbatimtranscript. Colette will tel
you how they'l|l use those comments in a little bit
during her presentation. But it's very inportant
also that if you give your nane, that we —give it
pretty clearly and slowy so we can get it on the
tape, if you want it on there —you don't have to.
And maybe where you cane from it would be
interesting to know what part of the country you
came fromfor this neeting. If we don't get your
name, we nay ask you as you wal k away "Coul d you

give us that nanme again?" |It's just because we're
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up here; sonetimes the acoustics or whatever don't
wor k for us.

Let nme, again, just junp quickly over
the comments section. Your comments will be
recorded by our court reporter. And then what |
wanted to say about the conment pieces is that DOE
S
| ooking for comrents directly related to the scope
of this PEIS, so please keep that in mnd. However,
if you've got coments on other issues addressed —
ot her issues that may indirectly address this EI' S
scope or on other DOE matters, these comments wl |
be directed to the appropriate DCE offices, so we'll
make sure your comments are heard, that they're
recorded, and that they're dealt with. And Colette
will talk alittle bit nore about that.

One of the questions that's cone up
is how we deal with people who want to comment. And
there is no sign-up sheet. Over the years, having
come out here, | believe the best way and fairest
way is to do random sel ection of people as they
raise their hands, so I'll just ask you, if you do
want to comment, to raise your hand, and I'Il pick

you.
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You don't know ne, | don't know you
so | don't have any way to really figure out any
other way to do it than that. | think that wll
wor k wel | .

And if you would, as you raise your
hand, please don't go to the m crophones or stand in
line or queue at the m crophones, because we nmay
take —9:00 o' clock or so, whatever, we'll take a
restroom break, so | don't want you to have to stand
up there and have to sit down again or whatever. So
"1l just ask you to go to one of the two m kes.

"1l sort of rotate back and forth with coments

bet ween the two m crophones. Also, if you feel
unconfortabl e speaking in front of the group or that
the —you have a disability that won't allow you to
cone to the m crophone, we'll bring a m crophone
back to you. Again, Charlotte or Sydel will do
that. And please let nme know if you want that type
of arrangenent.

Finally, after everyone has had their
opportunity to give their coments, you know, we'll
conclude the formal part of the neeting, and people
will stay —hang here for a little bit nore tine.
And I'll go nore into the conments section. But

know there's several things we need to have happen
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tonight. As | said, we would have an opportunity to
get —everyone to get their viewpoints out here.

So pl ease, please be courteous to those around you
and those at the m crophone.

Since we may run long, and | think we
will, we'll need to take a restroom break or so;
we'll do that around 9:00 p.m The restroons are
back there in that corner. And there's glasses of
wat er back there in the bar area, no —nothing el se
but water. And we'll do that, again, in couple of
hours later, if needed. So the reason we'll
probably do it at 9:00 o' clock is, those of us up
here don't —can't get up as easily and nove away.

We al so know there's several people
in here, and we understand fromtal king to sone
people locally, there's homecom ng eveni ng and
there's sone high school students here who want to
go on to nore pressing matters and activities at
homecom ng, so we're going to try to capture those
people too. So Charlotte's up here. [If you have a
pressi ng need, you have a babysitter conflict, you
have a nedical concern that needs to get you back
home for dialysis or whatever, please let Charlotte
know so she can get to you and we can get to you in

the first hour, and that way we'll nmake sure we get
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that, plus the students that need to get out there
for the big evening of homecoming. | think that
concl udes conments.

| would Iike to go ahead and
i ntroduce Colette Brown with the presentation. And
after that we'll go to the QRA session. Thanks.
(Presentation by Ms. Colette Brown was given)
THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you, Colette;
appreciate it.

W are going to, at sone point, get

out some chairs at the -- between the QA and the
comments section. W'I| probably be making sone
noi se in the back of the room W have about, I'd

say, forty or fifty people standing at the back, and

we want to nmake sure we can get some chairs on the

sides. | apologize for that; it's not the optinum
conditions to listen, and there are still a few
chairs. If you are looking for a chair, and | see a
few peopl e who asked for one, could you -- if

there's just an enpty chair near you, would you

rai se your hand if you do have an enpty chair near
you? There's not a lot; but, there's probably ten
or so —okay, good. Enpty chairs, if you want them
Keep your hands high, if you would, just —we're

going to offer up the option, then I won't
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feel quite as bad up here. GCkay. Thank you.
appreciate that. So you see where those chairs are.

What we'd like to do, and we'll take
just a few questions on the presentation, because we
really want to get down to conments, and we do want
to get to elected officials and then right into the
i ndi vidual s and organi zations. So what I'll do is,
"1l be going back and forth between m kes al
evening, and alternating. Wat | will also do this
evening to keep things noving is, | will select
soneone to ask a question or provide a comrent, and
then 1'1l go over here and presel ect soneone, if
you will, to be ready to conme up to the m crophone
for the next question, so we'll nove a little
qui cker that way, so you'll know you're going to get
your comments together or your papers or whatever.

So let's nove to sonme quick
guestions, and if you have one, |let's ask —back
here, ma'am Yes, please. And we'd love you to
conme to the m crophone because we can't hear you if
you don't, and we won't get it down.

QUESTI ON AND ANSWER SESSI ON

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Public outcry is a
driving force behind any environnental protection,

i ncludi ng cleaning up the mess at Hanford. If you
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restart the reactor, how accessible will information
about the activities at Hanford be to the public?

THE FACI LI TATOR kay. Thank you.
Here you go, right here.

MS. COLETTE BROWN: Since the
m ssions that we're tal king about undertaking are
civilian in nature, then |I suspect anything, any
reports that are generated with respect to the kinds
of activities that we're doing there will be nade
avai |l abl e through our normal channels, through the
O fice of Science and Technol ogy | nformation, and
will be nmade —are available to the public, so al
the —as we do with all our technol ogy reports.

THE FACI LI TATOR kay. Thank you.

A question fromthis side of the
roon? Are there any questions to follow up on the
presentation specifically? Yes, sir, please step to
t he m ke.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: There is an
assunption that NASA is going to need nore Pu-238.
What basis do you have for that? 1've heard that
NASA i s phasing out Pu-238, and nore for sol ar-
power ed | ong-di stance ni ssi ons.

M5. COLETTE BROWN. Right now on its

pl anni ng books, NASA has three m ssions that may
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require the use of radioi sotope thernoelectric
generators. There's a 2003 mi ssion to Europa, a
2004 mssion to Pluto, the Pluto-Caper Express
m ssion, and the 2007 Sol ar Probe m ssion. W
currently have enough Pu-238 in inventory for the
first two; we don't have enough for the solar probe
m ssion. And our indications are that NASA wi ||
continue to need these nucl ear space batteries as
they have for the last forty years. They have not
given us any indication that they won't. And they
go -- they only use these when sol ar power or
chem cal batteries won't do. They go through a very
del i berat e deci si on-maki ng process when they decide
to use these things.

THE FACI LI TATOR (kay, let's go —
yes, sir, right here. Yeah.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: On the panel of
experts that recomended restarting FFTF, how many
people, I'mcurious, were affiliated with the
nucl ear industry, and how many people were
representatives of the Surgeon General or the EPA or
t hose types of groups?

M5. COLETTE BROWN. Shane, would you

like to answer that?
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THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah, | think —is
t hat m crophone on there, Shane's m ke on? Yeah.

MR, SHANE JOHNSON:  Yes.

The Departnent's Federal Advisory
Commttee for the Ofice of Nuclear Energy, the
Nucl ear Energy Research Advisory Conmittee, is
conposed of about twenty-four individuals from
across the United States. Al —essentially, al
of themare affiliated, one way or the other, with
t he nucl ear energy industry, either that being
academi a, there are sonme people on from sone
utilities, there is a representative there fromthe
Nati onal Resource Defense Council. And the
representation is probably nore heavily —I1 mean,
it's a conmttee of subject-matter experts in the
field of nuclear energy.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER  That would be all?

You're saying all?

THE FACI LI TATOR Let's -- let ne
just, so we can -- let's finish up. Are you
finished with your question? You have —I' m goi ng

to ask for a followup here. Yeah, go ahead. o
ahead. You understand —
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: So you' re saying

all of themwere fromthe nuclear energy sector?
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THE FACI LI TATOR: Just a second; |
want to repeat your question. Your question is —
for clarification, are you saying that all those
representatives were fromthe nuclear industry?

MR. SHANE JOHNSON:. They're all in
one way or another affiliated, yes, either academ a,
utility. There is a representative there fromthe
National Institutes of Health; | believe it's the
cancer division.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thanks.

"1l put that back. You guys can
talk fromthere if you want to; it should pick up
fine. Okay.

Yes, ma'am how about right here?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER [ bunpi ng m cr ophone] :
Well, that was stupid.

THE FACI LI TATOR: No, that's al
right; | got it.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: It's very tall

THE FACI LI TATOR: | got it.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you

And how in the scope of the whole EIS
process do you do conparative analysis on nedica
risks and risks to wildlife and ot her aspects of al

life, and the risk factors that actually conme up
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wi th production, and particularly the restart of the
FFTF? |'mnot sure how that process works, so that
| can place my conments in a place that | think that
they m ght be the npbst productive.

M5. COLETTE BROWN:. | can talk to you
at —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Yeah, it's picking
up.

M5. COLETTE BROWN. All right. | can
talk to you at —nore at length about this at one
of the breaks, if you want. But just to answer your
guestion now, we |ook at the inpacts based on both
for normal operating procedures and in accident
situations for release to the air, release to liquid
effluents. W |look at not only what those inpacts
are in those situations, but also what the
curmul ative inpacts are —in other words, what's
al ready there at the site, and how this proposed
action, this proposed activity would add to what's
al ready on site, so —but | can give you nore on
that later, if you want.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

|"mgoing to go over here first to —
and 1'Il come right to the mddle, ma'am Ri ght

here, yes. And then I'Il conme to you next. Thanks.
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AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Can you tell ne
what the other clients are that these other
facilities have and what their percentages break
down to what they're producing? |In other words, is
t here sonebody who coul d nove over so isotopes could
be produced there?
MS. COLETTE BROWN: Yeah, at the
Advanced Test Reactor in lIdaho, the primary user of
that facility is the Navy, where we test Navy
reactor fuels. But it is —there is roomthere for
us to make plutonium 238, and there are al so nedi cal
i sot opes bei ng produced there now comrercially.
At the High Flux |sotope Reactor in
Cak Ridge, the primary user of that reactor —and
actually is owed by the Ofice of Energy Research
—wel I, now known as the O fice of Science at DCE
That does research in basic energy science, but
there is roomthere for us to nake up to two
kil ograns per year of plutonium238. O herw se, we
start inpacting their neutron beans and their
experinments.
So there is reserve capacity at these
facilities, not very nuch of it. And with a

pl ut oni um 238 production capability, there is even
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| ess roomfor us to nake nedical isotopes. But it
is limted.

THE FACI LI TATOR kay. Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Coul d you further
explain the Cak Ridge —what that Departnent of
Sci ence actually does there? What are they —

THE FACI LI TATOR  The question is,
what does the -- at Oak Ridge Reservation in
Tennessee, what the Departnent of Science does
further there. |Is that correct, ma' an®?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Yes; what are they
pr oduci ng?

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: The Departnent's
O fice of Science, which was fornerly called the
O fice of Energy Research, at the Hi gh Flux |sotope
Reactor in Gak Ridge, primarily do beam —neutron
scattering experinmentation

MS. COLETTE BROWN: For fusion?

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: No, it's just for
-- essentially, basic research on neutron
interaction with materials. One of the things they
al ways tell us is these little, thin peanut bags
that you can never get open —they do research and
devel op those kind of materials. But they're

| ooking at, essentially, the fundanmental interaction
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of neutrons in the lattice structure of materials,
and determ ne various nuclear properties such asspin
on subatom c particles. But they do that. They do
sonme irradiation material work, determ ning
neutron capture cross sections for different
materials. It's just —it's a lot of theoretical
physi cs-type wor K.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.

Ckay; yes, mm'am

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Do you expect the
FFTF start-up to create nore |liquid waste, and where
do you plan to put it?

M5. COLETTE BROWN. The EIS is going
to evaluate all of the waste streanms, whether it be
| ow- 1 evel, high-level transuranic waste that would
be produced as a result of —that would be produced
in each alternative, including the alternative to
restart FFTF.

Any |iquid high-level waste that
woul d be generated as a result of the processing
functions —there's no liquid —correct nme if |I'm
wong —there is no liquid high-level waste
generated fromoperating the reactor itself.

There's spent fuel, but there's no liquid high-Ievel
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waste. So therefore, there wouldn't be anything
going to the existing tanks.

There woul d be small anobunts of
hi gh-1 evel waste generated from processing the
nept uni um
targets to isolate the Pu-238, from processing the
targets to harvest these nedical isotopes. And
t hose woul d not be added to the existing tanks.
They woul d be stored in interimstorage areas on
site prior to final disposition. That could include
transportation to WPP for the transurani c waste or
-- but the disposition pathways for those waste
streans will be identified in the EIS.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Ckay, | think —
could we —can you cone up to the mke? W'Il —
no, come on up to the mke, and we'll follow it up
on the record. It will be real inmportant, so the
court reporter can hear you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay. So what
you're saying is that it would —you're going to
create nore |iquid wastes, and you're not going to
put themin the existing tanks, so does that nean
you're going to make nore tanks to put themin?

Where are you going to put it?
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M5. COLETTE BROWN. A, do you want
to answer that?

MR. AL FARABEE: WM nane is -- ny

name is Al Farabee; I'mthe Project Director of
FFTF. 1'd like to split your question into two
parts.

First part, are we going to make nore
liquid waste at FFTF? The |iquid waste stream at
FFTF that has nuclear activity init, is thought to
be maybe 1,000 to 1,500 gallons a year. That liquid
waste streamwould be sent to a facility where the
liquid part woul d be evaporated and the bottons that
are left, the dry part, would be buried as | owl evel
solid waste. That's the liquid waste picture for
FFTF.

Now, the liquid waste picture for the
potential processing of Pu-238 targets, which is
separate fromthe issue of whether or not we would
irradiate targets at FFTF to nake the Pu-238,
that m ght not occur at Hanford; there's two other
pl aces that are being considered that that would
occur at. And exactly what we would do with that
liquid waste streamis, as Colette said, would be
defined and characterized and | ooked at in the EIS.

We don't know what that waste stream woul d consi st
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of right now, and we don't know what we woul d do
with it. That is —that is one of the things that
we will be looking at in the PEIS.

Colette, did | say that correctly?

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: That's scary.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

kay, Chris, I'mat fifteen m nutes,
close to, on the Q%A? Ckay, thanks.

kay, what we'd like to do is go
ahead and nove into the comment period, if we could,
'cause there's a —|1 would like to get a genera
feeling of how nmuch coffee we need to perk up in the
back of the room How many people are planning on
of fering coomments this evening at the m crophone?
kay. Get out a couple of pounds back there
sonepl ace.

And what we'll do, as our —stated
in our procedures, is that we're going to do a
couple of things, and that is —one is, | think,
Charlotte, we're going to be able to get sone nore
chairs in here, so we may be clattering a little bit
at the back. But because you'll be at the
m crophone, we'll be able to pick this up on the

m crophone and —yeah, put another row up. Yeah,
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okay. So we're just going to nove you guy back a
little, slightly, because we are jam packed out the
door. So as we -- nothing like a little house-
nmovi ng here. That's good; close enough.

And what we'll do is, we'll go to the
el ected officials first, and then nove into
i ndi vidual s and organi zations. And | believe there
are several representatives or officials
representing representatives this evening. Wat |

generally do is start with Federal officials, then

state, then local. And because we've been so busy
at the registration desk, | have to tell you I'm not
really sure if we have -- or who we have

representing Federal officials. But these would be
el ected public officials.

Do we have anybody here representing
a U S senator or a U S. congressman bei ng
represented? GCkay, right —yeah, sure.

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF SENATOR RON WYDEN

SENATOR WYDEN' S REPRESENTATI VE: |'m
delivering this statenent on behalf of U S. Senator
Ron Wden

"Any way you look at it, the Energy
Departnment's environnental inpact statement to find

a new nm ssion for the FFTF reactor at Hanford is a
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col ossal waste. First, at $30 nmillion a year to
keep FFTF on standby, it's a huge waste of
t axpayers' noney. Restarting the reactor would
produce nore hi gh-1evel nuclear waste, draining
val uabl e resources away from cl eani ng up the nost
polluted nuclear facility in the United States.
Hanford is not safely storing these wastes now, the
last thing we need is to add nore dangerous waste to
t he problem

"Second, FFTF has been in standby
status for seven years, while the Energy Depart nent
has tried to find a reason to restart the reactor.
They' ve | ooked at tritium and now they are grasping
for a new reason to start up the reactor. The
Depart ment of Energy keeps throw ng good noney after
bad as they try to patch up a reactor that ought to
be left for dead.

"It's time to stop fleecing the
taxpayers to pay for an Energy Departnent scavenger
hunt and shift the Departnent's focus back to
cl eaning up the ness that's already there."

(Appl ause.)

THE FACI LI TATOR: This eats into —
eats into your tinme, but I knowthis is a great

st at enent .
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SENATOR WYDEN' S REPRESENTATI VE: It's
al nost fini shed:

"From t he begi nning, the people of
Oregon have been overwhel m ngly agai nst reopeni ng
the FFTF reactor at Hanford, but the Departnent of
Energy insists on prolonging this farce. Restarting
the reactor is a waste of tine and noney that wll
only result in nore nuclear waste for the Northwest.

"l encourage all Oregonians to use
t hese public scoping hearings to send a cl ear
nmessage to the Departnent of Energy: 'dean up your
nmess before you nake a new one.'"

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

Any other U.S. senator, congressional
menbers present, or representatives of?

What about representing the States of
Oregon and Washi ngton or whatever? Any state
representatives? Ckay.

Local, Oregon. Let's start with
Oregon local or city officials. County officials?
Yes, okay.

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF

CITY OF HOOD Rl VER, OREGON

MR STEVE WHITE: | don't know if

there is any Hood Ri ver Council nenbers or nayor

her e.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

32

|'m Steve White from Col unbi a R ver
Uni ted, president, who would like to read the
resol ution passed by the City of Hood River. This
is Resolution 99-12, "A resolution supporting
cl eanup of the Hanford Nucl ear Reservation and
opposing the restart of the Fast Flux Test Facility
reactor:

"Whereas, the City of Hood River and
its citizens are inpacted by conditions existing at
t he Hanford Nucl ear Reservati on;

"Now, therefore, be it resolved by
the Hood River Gty Council that:

"1l. The City of Hood River hereby
states that it is strongly opposed to any new
m ssi ons, prograns, projects or activities at the
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservation that woul d generate
waste. The restart of the Fast Flux Test Facility
reactor being considered in the current programmtic
envi ronnment al inpact statenment would result in the
dangerous transportation of plutoniumby truck and
train, and would create new and dangerous liquid
hi gh-1 evel nuclear wastes. It would also divert
necessary funds fromthe mandated cl eanup of wastes

at the Hanford Nucl ear Reservati on;
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"2. The City urges U S. Secretary of

Energy WIlliam Richardson to halt any plans to

proceed with the proposed restart of the FFTF

nucl ear reactor at the Hanford Nucl ear Reservati on

until the site

appl i cabl e state and Federal

isin full conpliance with al

envi r onnent al

| aws and

is deenmed in conpliance by the directors of the

United States Environmental

t he Washi ngton Departnent of Ecol ogy.

Protecti on Agency and

Cl eanup of

this massively contam nated site nmust remain the

Department of Energy's top priority, and all actions

undertaken nust be protective of the Colunbia R ver.

Council the 12th day of October

Cty of Bingen

Brendi ng —

right.

"Approved by the Hood River City

THE FACI LI TATOR

AUDI ENCE MEMBER

THE FACI LI TATOR

AUDI ENCE MEMBER

THE FACI LI TATOR

AUDI ENCE MEMBER

THE FACI LI TATOR

be presenting for that.

1999."

Thank you.

Al so, fromthe

Oh, okay. kay.

|s the council —
| think that Jan

Is Jan here? Al

Yes, so Jan woul d
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STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF
CI TY OF BI NGEN, WASHI NGTON

M5. JAN BRENDING I'IlIl try to talk;
I"mlosing ny voice. This is a resolution, 1999-05,
"A resolution of the Cty of Bingen, Washington,
regarding restart of the FFTF nucl ear reactor at
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservati on:

"Whereas, the City Council of Bingen,
Washi ngton, considered information on activities at
t he Hanford Nucl ear Reservation the 19th day of
Cct ober 1999, now therefore, the Cty Council of the
Cty of Bingen, Washington, do resolve as follows:

"The City urges U S. Secretary of
Energy WIlliam Richardson to halt any plans to
proceed with the proposed restart of the FFTF at the
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservation until the site is in
full conpliance with all state and Federal
environnmental |aws and is deenmed in conpliance by
the directors of EPA and Washi ngton DOE. C eanup of
this contam nated site nust remain DOE' s top
priority.

"Adopted by the Cty Council of the
City of Bingen, Washington, and approved by its
Mayor, at a regularly schedul ed open public neeting

on the 19th day of COctober 1999."
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It's signed Brian Prigel, Mayor.
THE FACI LI TATOR  Thanks. Okay.
Thank you.
| think that's it for the Washi ngton
—or excuse ne; for Oregon. Do we have anybody

from Washi ngton State, elected officials? Thank

you.
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: [ I ndi scerni bl e.]
THE FACILI TATOR I'msorry, that's

not —that's not what | nmeant. |'msorry, that's

my fault. That is nmy problem Al so anybody —I
t hi nk we had sonebody from Ri chland. M fault.
Thanks. Thank you.
STATEMENT OF WANDA MJUNN
CI TY COUNCI L MEMBER, RI CHLAND, WASHI NGTON

HANFORD COVMUNI Tl ES

M5. WANDA MUNN: My nane is Wanda
Munn. | ama Richland Gty Council nenber, and I'm
here because |I'mnot going to be able to be present
at the hearing in Richland tonorrow

| represent the Gty of Richland and
t he Hanford Communities, which are the five
comuni ties surroundi ng, nost nearly associated with

t he Hanford Reservati on
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| have personal know edge of FFTF;
wor ked there for over eighteen years. |'ma nucl ear
engi neer. | know exactly what the facility is and
exactly what it does and what it takes to operate
it. | no longer work there. | amnot an enpl oyee
of an individual or any agency that has any
relationship with the Departnent of Energy; | have
no vest.

| do hope that the rules of civil
conduct will be nore prevalent at this hearing than
| understand they have been at the two preceding
ones. | intend to be sinple and brief. M audience
is the people sitting behind the desk, not the
public who are here to coment also. [|'mworking on
t he assunption that those of you behind the desk
al ready know nost of the facts that are invol ved
with what we're going to be tal king about, so |
won't go over themagain. | want to tal k about the
scope of our hearings here and the scope of the
study that you are going to undertake with respect
to FFTF.

W were a little disappointed that
you chose to nake this a programmatic EIS. W had
hoped you woul d nake it site-specific. W

understand the reason why you have nade it
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programmatic. And having done so, | think the NO
has done a reasonable job of capturing nost of the
itenms that nust be | ooked at. Sone obviously need,
fromour point of view, a little nore attention.

This is a mature technology. This is
an advanced reactor. It is unlike any reactor,
either on that site or anywhere else in the United
States. It is far nore flexible and can do far nore
t hi ngs than any ot her reactor.

In order to see that this scoping
heari ng i ncludes what needs to be | ooked at, we mnust
i ncl ude both the current and projected national
needs for a neutron inventory at |east for the next
twenty years, all for peaceful purposes only. W
know very well that the current existing facilities
cannot neet that anticipated inventory need --
forenost, the need for radioi sotopes for advanced
nucl ear nedi cal needs which are currently not on the
boards, nuclear isotopes that are currently under
study for and showi ng great prom se for treatnent of
various kinds of illnesses, nost of which you have
already identified, also for cormmerce and i ndustry.

In commerce and i ndustry, we have
needs that are already being net by the other

facilities that you have nentioned. W do need
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redundant capacity for those, however, and we
currently have no redundant capacity. As you have
al ready pointed out, you either have to build
sonmet hing el se or you have to use sonething that's
avai lable. And the only thing that's available is
this enornmously flexible instrunment you have at
FFTF.

You need to cover the range of
proj ection of cost savings, conparing what the cost
for operating this facility is, against the cost of
ei ther building or operating other facilities to
nmeet the inventory we're tal king about.

The space allocations. In the event
that other projects are identified, what source do
we have? None. Nothing comercial, nothing
donesti c.

Life cycle cost conparatives are
necessary for the alternatives, taking into
consi deration whether greenfields are affected and
the environnmental inpacts for any new construction
t hat nust be undert aken.

The life cycle waste inventory, both
as to type and volune. Cearly, that's of interest

to, I|"msure, everyone in this room It's of
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interest to anyone who has anything to do with this
facility, as well.

My final coment has to do with two
words. You' ve nmentioned research; but, not nmuch has
been sai d about education. This nation no |onger
| eads the world in its expertise of nuclear science
and technology. This technology is not going to go
away. We either will be in the gane and hel ping to
control the direction it goes in a peaceful manner,
or else we will [ose our hold and our influence
entirely. In our zeal to try to avoid nuclear wars,
it would be crimnal for us to assure that young nen
and wonen who have interest in nuclear science and
i n advanced technol ogi es do not have the w dest
possi ble, flexible instrunent with which to work and
to do their advanced research as they get their
education. W don't have what we need now. There
isn't anything as flexible as FFTF. |If we do not do
this, then we are going to have a full generation
bef ore we have another facility built that would
nearly accommopdat e those educati onal needs.

Thank you on behal f of the
i nternational technical community, the mllions of

heart, arthritis, and cancer patients, my city, and
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the Hanford communities. | wll have witten
comments submitted later. Thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

W have —for seven brave people we
have chairs up here. And | think, Charlotte, we got
chairs in the back. And we have chairs up here, so
we don't want you to have to stand that long if
we're going to go late. Looks like we wll

Any other elected officials that I
m ssed? No.

We' Il go ahead and nove to the public
comment period. Again |et nme enphasize the
opportunities here are five mnutes for individuals,
and if you're representing an organi zation —for
i nstance, you represent the Sierra O ub of
Washi ngton or Oregon or sonething, then that's a
ten-mnute tinme frane. And we have a tiner, and

"1l sort of give you the high sign with one mnute

or thirty seconds or so. And again, we'll pick
randomy. I'Il start with this side of the room and
go to this side of the room and I'll pick sonebody,

then sort of tell sonebody over here that it's —go
ahead and get ready to go, and we'll nove that way.
Again, if you have a problemw th your schedule or a

nmedi cal disability and need to have you get out for
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di al ysis or sonething, Charlotte needs to know that.
And then we'll nove also —I think we have the
homecom ng f ol ks.

Last night we had a coupl e hundred
peopl e, the night before a couple hundred peopl e.
And | think I do pretty good looking to ny left,
‘cause |'m | eft-handed, picking people; and going to
the right, sonetines | have a problem So you guys
keep ne honest here and make sure that |I'mgetting
far to the sides. But last night | did a pretty
m serable job to ny | eft-hand side, but |I now know
why, is because when | was giving —I ooking for
people to find, there was sonmeone hiding behind a
canera, behind a pillar, and | never did get to
them and | kept m ssing them and m ssing them and
m ssing them even though they told ne they had a
maj or conflict, and | didn't get them So |I'm going
to have you go first, because | have to make that up
for mssing you last night. If you' d state your —
state your name or —

STATEMENT OF GREG DE BRULER
COLUMBI A RI VER UNI TED
MR GREG DE BRULER Don't start the

cl ock yet.
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Twenty seconds.

MR. GREG DE BRULER: Twenty; okay,
that was it; I'Il sit down.

My name is Geg de Bruler, and I'm
speaki ng for Colunbia R ver United tonight, as an
or gani zati on.

The first thing I want to do is, |
want to thank the 312 people that showed up here in
Hood Ri ver because they care about the river and
t hey care about the future.

' ve worked on Hanford issues for
el even years now. And | have to read sone things
into the record because I want the people, one, to
understand what this neeting is about, and two, to
understand why | amstill working on Hanford issues.

"Broken prom ses, broken prom ses,
broken prom ses,” Admiral Watkins, 1990:. "The Cold
War is over and there is no further production
m ssion at Hanford; the mssion is cleanup.” Dd
they enbrace it in 1990? No, they didn't. They
wanted to do production.

1993, Hazel O Leary: "There is no
further production mssion at Hanford; the m ssion

is cleanup.”
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Bet ween 1990 and 1993, the U. S
Department of Energy and its contractors searched
the world to find partners to run the FFTF reactor.
They were unsuccessful. And believe ne, they tried.
Secretary O Leary announced that there was no
further production mssion at FFTF in "93. And in
1995, the U. S. Departnent of Energy put FFTF into
the Tri-Party Agreenent to shut it down forever, to
bury it —goodbye, it's dead. In 1999 —in 1995
they put it in the Tri-Party Agreenent.

O Leary was | obbied heavily in 1996,
and before she left office, she didn't put the final
thing to rest. She didn't make the final decision
to shut it down. She left the door open.

Then we had Secretary of Energy Pena.
He made absol utely no decision, and now we have the
probl em why we're here again.

Secretary Ri chardson, who's the new
Secretary of Energy, nade a decision not to honor
the prior commtnments made by the Departnent of
Energy to the people of the Northwest and to the
peopl e of this country, because they pay the taxes
and they pay for these pork-barrel schenes. It
costs $32 million a year to keep the reactor on

standby. Let's pretend that in 1990 they had a
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spotty mission; it's now al nost the year 2000. $320
mllion have been wasted running back and forth,
goi ng "Should we or should we not? Should we or
should we not?" Well, we know what they shoul d do,
and they should shut it down.

This nmeeting here is a scoping
heari ng. And what does that nean? It neans that
it's our opportunity to tell themwhat they need to
include in this programmatic EI'S. Think about this:
it's not just FFTF, but it's the whol e ot her
facilities that they have to | ook at all the risks.
So I"'mgoing to read into the record what they need
to consider at a mninum and then I'll put witten
coment s.

One, denonstrate a conpelling need
for any new m ssion recomrended with ful
consideration of alternative nmeans of neeting these
needs. They tell you that NASA needs this stuff.

In fact, NASA is already reevaluating the fact that
they don't need it, and there's other technol ogies

that they could use. They say three m ssions;

t hey' ve got enough for two. W're going to start a
reactor up on the need for one mssion? It doesn't

make sense.
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Two, characterize all existing
cont am nant sources at Hanford and all other sites
before additional wastes are added. Wy do you need
to do that? It's real sinple. If you don't know
t he magni tude of problens at Hanford, you can't
calculate the risks to us currently, to the future
and future generations. You can't do it. So then,
how can you put nore waste into it? They have to
characterize every site in this country before they
can add nore waste. Doesn't that seem | ogical ?
That's what | would do if | was doing an EIS. And
they say they' re going to have this thing done by
next spring. No way.

Anal yze all potential new waste
streans and their cumul ative inpact to the
environment at all sites.

Three, do a cost-benefit analysis for
all alternatives, including the total life cycle
costs, the waste treatnment costs, and total disposa
costs —and we nean total disposal costs to the
time that these materials remain intrinsically
hazardous. So if it lasts for 240,000 years or 18
mllion years or a billion years, they have to

calculate the costs all the way out, because they
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want to produce nore waste, and they have to
cal cul ate those costs.

If we're going to talk about a linear
accel erator versus FFTF, if you want nedi cal
i sotopes —1 personally think there's other ways to
cure cancer. But if you want to cure cancer with
medi cal isotopes, as their slogan is sonetines,
build a linear accelerator. You can operate it at
one tenth the cost of FFTF. But you' ve got to do a
cost analysis to prove that. That could take a
year if they did it right.

Anal yze the cost to the current
cl eanup budget for both mai ntenance and possi bl e
restart. Accurate and verifiable start-up figures
nmust be cal cul ated —include —renmenber the word
"verifiable.” |ndependent verification, not sone
expert panel that they hired that has all nucl ear
industry folks on it. That gentleman that asked the
guestion was perfect.

How am | doing on tine?

THE FACI LI TATOR: Five mnutes.

MR GREG DE BRULER  Good.

I ncl ude any other —oh, wait; okay.

Fi ve, include any other conpanion

facilities and their cost, waste streans, potenti al
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i npacts to the environnment, including reprocessing.

We heard tonight that they' re going
to possibly produce plutonium238. But what they
kind of said and didn't say was, "Well, look it,
we're going to take Pu-238, then we got to separate
it out, or we're going to have this —we're going
to separate it out.” But where are they going to
separate this stuff? Wll, they mght not do it at
FFTF. Well, they won't do it there, but they m ght
do it at a facility called FMEF, or they mght do it
at Hanford, but they mght not. Wat they really
said was, they aren't going to tell you where
they' re possibly going to process stuff, process or
separate this stuff out to get what they want, the
pl utonium 238. So they're kind of going to defer it
later. They're going to defer a whol e bunch of
things later. WelIl, we won't |et them because this
is why we have scoping. W tell themwhat's
required, and they have to do it, by |aw

Si x, analyze all transportation costs
and risks, including public safety and any
counterterrorist actions that my be needed. |If
they start transporting highly enriched urani um fuel
from Germany, the Ports of Portland, the Port of

Seattle, already passed resolutions, said they wll
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not accept it. That nmeans they have to do an EI S
for transportation risks. But in order to do this
EIS right, they need to | ook at all the potenti al
counterterrorist actions and the need for security,
attack crafts, helicopters, and everything el se they
need to guard this stuff while they transport it to
Hanf or d.

They need to allow, if they ever were
to start up FFTF, for the independent nucl ear safety
oversight of FFTF. That neans sinply we don't want
DCE to self-regulate thenselves. It is a dead end.
No thank you; we have to have independent --

i ndependent nucl ear oversight, |ike the Nuclear
Regul at ory Conmi ssi on.

Anal yze all inpacts from additiona
spent fuel storage. Renenber they said they were
going to have spent fuel? Right now at Hanford we
have the K-Basins, which is the biggest threat to
the Colunbia River. |It's got all their spent fuel
that they just didn't get around to processing. |If
we have a catastrophic earthquake and the K-Basins
were to drain, we will lose the agricultural
comunity out there, if they were to becone
critical, if the K-Basins were to go down. This

isn't nmy interpretation; this is the United States
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Department of Energy in their risk cal culations,
what woul d happen. W can't afford it. Analyze al
i npacts.

And nunber nine, disclose all safety
and environnental risks associated with FFTF
restart, based on a new safety analysis. Their
safety anal ysis was done in the '80s. Excuse ne;
that reactor was built, 1970 technol ogy. 1978-'79,
it was constructed. W've |learned a | ot about
reactor safety. And that building has been sitting
for along time. A new safety analysis nust be
done.

And the [ ast one is the nost
i nportant one. And these are off the points that
you all can read into the record, or tell them what
you feel. U S. DOE nust add another alternative,
Al ternative 5. And what that says is,
that permanently shuts down FFTF, w thout any
further production m ssions nationw de.

Keep in mnd —the nucl ear industry
has created nore waste than any industry in the
wor |l d, has contam nated nore |and than any industry
in the world, has created nore risks for the future
generations for all of the beings forever --

forever, for however long you can think into the
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future, because of the waste that they've created.
And they just want to nake a little bit nore.

So in closing, it's real sinple. You
folks need to tell them“No.” You need to tell them
and speak from your heart what you need to tel
them But just renmenber one thing, that we, 314
peopl e or -15 people —I don't know, it's grow ng
— 320 people. This is the |largest show ng, in Hood
River. |If every one of you persons were to go in
the back and pick up a letter and send it, which we
have letters you can sign on —a letter counts, to
a representative, a thousand people. W've got a
| ot of strength right here. Let them know what you
want to include in the EIS, and |let them know what
you feel fromyour heart. And thank you for com ng.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Can | get a copy of
your statement? Do you have a copy we could have?

MR, GREG DE BRULER:  No.

THE FACI LI TATOR: (Ckay. But could we
get one eventual ly?

MR. GREG DE BRULER: 1'll give you a
cl ean one.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, thanks.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER Isn't there a court

reporter for all the conversation?
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THE FACI LI TATOR.  Yeah; we just |ike
to back it up to nake sure we're absolutely
accurate, just in case we mss a word or two. So,
if you have it, that's great. If not, that's what
he just said, he can send us one if he so desires.

kay, so we'll go to this side of the
room W have people who'd like to conmment. Yeah,
here on the edge. Sure, here. Yeah, then —I'm
sorry. People over here who wanted to go? W'l
have you go next. (kay, yeah, you and then —okay.
Thank you.

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay, | just wanted

to make sure | had your attention. My concern

mai nly involves the safety of this machine. | | ook
at this as a manmmoth nmachine. | understand it was
built inthe late '70s. | presune the design of it
happened for —1 don't know how many years. Maybe

you can give ne an idea how nany years prior to that
it was being designed. Sonebody answer t hat
guestion, maybe.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  1970.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  About 1970 per haps?
Does that sound about accurate, when it was actually

bei ng desi gned? Maybe in the '60s. Okay, well, I'm
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alittle concerned about the age of this technol ogy.
The woman from Ri chl and stated that this is a mature
technology. It kind of sounds like a geriatric
technology, to ne. This machine is twenty-one years
old, it sounds like, fromthe tinme it was actually
built. And it was run for ten years, and | al so
understand it was on and off during that whole ten-
year period for various reasons. | think there are
safety issues here that maybe need to be addressed.

M. de Bruler nentioned that the
safety anal ysis happened in the '80s. Folks, this
is the "90s. This is —this thing's been sitting
around on standby for ten years since that happened.
And don't we know a | ot nore about safety since
t hen?

| understand that this thing is a
liquid sodiumcooling systemdevice. | also
understand that |iquid sodi um expl odes when it cones
in contact wwth air. A machine that's twenty-one
years ol d and has been desi gned for who knows how
many years prior to that —I think there's a |ot of
t echnol ogi cal advances that have happened since
then. Wat happens if one gasket or one valve in

this thing nmesses up because it's so old, and
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sonmehow cool ant escapes and it starts an expl osion,
and that ends up resulting in a nuclear accident?

| al so have concerns about what kind
of safety contai nment vessel does this machi ne have
on it. Does it have any kind of mmjor safety
mechani sms or contai nment-type vessel s? Maybe
sonebody can answer that. 1Is there a safety
cont ai nment vessel conpletely around this whol e
machi ne to keep any kind of |eaking out of the
at nosphere? 1Is it designed specifically for a
sodi um —or |iquid sodi um expl osi on and resultant
nucl ear expl osi on?

THE FACI LI TATOR: We'll take that as
a comment for now, please.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay. You know, |
think there's also been a |lot of inprovenents in
nmetals and all oys since this thing was nmade, and so
that's sonething else | want to have consi dered.

| think earthquakes are a nmjor
consideration here, too. |Is this thing seismcally
sound? There's been predictions of a ngjor
eart hquake in the Northwest in the 7 to 9 magnitude.
It's going to happen sonmeday. You know, if this
thing's running when that happens, is this going

to forma nmajor problemw th this nmammot h machi ne
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that's going to possibly end up in a mammoth
acci dent, a catastrophe?

Just in closing, I'd like to say that
starting this old machine up is in direct conflict
with the Tri-Party Agreenent, and also it definitely
goes in contrary to the commtnent that Hanford nmade
as a mssion for cleanup only.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

STATEMENT OF STEVEN JOSEPH CURLEY

MR. STEVEN CURLEY: Steven Joseph
Curley from Hood Ri ver.

This woman from Ri chl and, |
appreci ated her comments, but she nentioned she's
not vested. It seens to ne she probably gets a
retirement check fromthe DOE every nonth or every
week or whatever. And she nentioned sonethi ng about
an enornously flexible instrunment. Hum you say.
When you have a problemw th the FFTF or any nucl ear
probl em you' ve got a |large problem a big problem
And I'Il tell you what: | grew up about an hour
fromThree Mle Island, and | wonder how the people
out by Chernobyl feel about nuclear problens, and I

wonder how the people in Japan fromjust |ast week
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or last nmonth —how they feel about a nuclear
pr obl em

It seens to me we can get by w thout
starting FFTF. You have access to Pu-238 and
nmedi cal isotopes on the open market right now. So
clean up our nmess. It's not just your nmness.

| own property around here. Wat
happens if that stuff comes down the river to ny
properties around here? You know, nost real estate
val ues tend to go up. You got a problemon this
river here, real estate values are not going up
"1l tell you that right now.

Cl ean up our existing ness and do not
start up FFTF. Permanently shut down FFTF. Thank
you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

| was | ooking for the people that
were nentioned as going to homecom ng. M. de
Bruler, did you cone up with those nanes of the
peopl e?

MR. DE BRULER  Yes?

THE FACI LI TATOR Geg, did you cone
up with the people for honecom ng? W'd asked for
themearlier, to tell Charlotte. Are they avail able

or —
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MR DE BRULER If we have students
here who want to speak and need to get honme —any
students who want to speak? | haven't found any
ri ght now.

THE FACI LI TATOR (kay. kay, well,

let's keep noving, then, with coments. |'msorry
—okay, I'mgoing to —if you see them let us
know.

MR. DE BRULER  Ckay.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thanks.

Okay, | think we're over to this
side. |Is that correct? Wich side aml| on here?
W're going to go to the mddle; hows that? W'l|
go here, okay. And then, sir, after her, would you
come up on this side? Thank you.

Go ahead, ma'am Thank you.

STATEMENT OF DEBORAH SEYLER

M5. DEBORAH SEYLER: Thank you. [|I'm
pl ayi ng hooky fromwork. And | will contact you
with a letter about the questions we were going to
talk —and maybe chat with you on the phone, 'cause
| do have to go to work.

THE FACI LI TATOR. |1'mgoing to put
this so we can hear you a little better [adjusting

m crophone] . Ckay.
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M5. DEBORAH SEYLER  The first tine
saw a slide study of a cellular deformty from
nucl ear radiation, | was sixteen, in the archives of
Princeton University. That was before | knew that |
had been part of a so-called | ow dose experinenta
popul ation of the '50s and '60s. That was before
Grave's disease, thyroid cancer, multiple thyroid
di seases, and a sixteen-year-old with a breast tunor
showed up in ny imedi ate famly.

In this EIS, | expect the follow ng
things to be addressed thoroughly:

Ri sk anal ysis and the cost analysis
of what the conpensation will be for, in the event
of an accident: stillbirth; mscarriage; genetic
mutation in plants, animals, insects, anphibians,
and fish; birth defects; internal bleeding;

ill nesses of the mucous nmenbranes; denentia; acute
exhaustion; breast tunors; nultiple cancers such as
testicular and | eukem a; blindness; internal and
external burns —I mght have said this already; if
| did, | apologize —thyroid disease and thyroid
cancer .

A detail ed anal ysis of the FFTF
proposal and its relationship to the fault |ine that

it was knowi ngly built near.
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And | woul d propose an additi onal
alternative, which could be nunber 5, a No Action
Al ternative, a permanent shutdown as agreed to in
the Tri-Party Agreenent, cleanup of all facilities
in the conpl ex.

| would also Iike to read into the
record that | concur with Greg de Bruler

One, denonstrate a conpelling need
for any new m ssions recommended, with ful
consideration of alternative nmeans of neeting those
needs.

Characterize all existing contam nant
sources at Hanford and all other sites before adding
addi ti onal waste.

Anal yze all potential new waste
streans and their cumul ative inpacts to the
environment at all sites.

Do a cost-benefit analysis for
alternatives, all alternatives, including total life
cycle costs -- total life cycle costs, waste
treatment and di sposal costs, exanples being a
| i near accel erator versus the FFTF —and a |ist of
the cost of the current —to the current cleanup

budget for both maintenance and possible restart.
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Accurate and verifiable start-up figures nust be
cal cul ated and i ncl uded.

| ncl ude any ot her conpani on
facilities and their costs, waste streans, and
potential inpacts to the environnment, including
r epr ocessi ng.

Anal yze all transportation costs and
ri sks, including public safety and any
counterterrorist actions that may be needed.

Al'l ow for independent nuclear safety
oversight of the FFTF restart and operation if
restart is recomended.

Anal yze all inpacts from additiona
spent fuel storage.

Di scl ose all safety and environnental
ri sks associated with the FFTF restart, based on a
new saf ety anal ysi s.

And | wanted to thank you, Colette,
very nmuch for making sure that this neeting did cone
here, because | was, as you know, one of the people
that came up to Richland and m ssed work to do that.
And if it's okay for me to approach, | have a couple
of T-shirts for you to take hone. And if you don't
remenber what we were kind of thinking around here,

you can wear them as nightshirts
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Make sure that your
name is in the record, too, because you didn't state
it. Thanks.
M5. DEBORAH SEYLER: My nane is

Deborah, D-e-b-o-r-a-h, Seyler, S-e-y-l-e-r. Thank

you.
THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.
Yes, I'msorry; earlier | was a
little distracted. | just want —al so renenber, if

you're an individual, that's fine, you can say
you're representing yourself. [If you represent an
organi zati on, that neans you represent a state,

| ocal, or national organization, state that so our
timer knows that. Thank you.

Yes, right. Thank you. Go ahead,

sir
STATEMENT OF PHI LIP McGE NN S
MR PH LIP MG@NNS: Good evening.
My name is Philip McGnnis. | represent nyself.

"' m from Kennew ck, WAashi ngton.

| have a comrent for the scoping
nmeeting, EIS scoping neeting, and that was that they
consider for all their different possibilities for
maki ng i sotopes and doi ng research and devel opnent,

t hey consider university and National Science
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Foundati on research and devel opnent, and not j ust
Depart ment of Energy research and devel opnent.

There are not enough facilities in
this country for research and devel opnent,
especially for nuclear energy and nucl ear physics.
We need nore facilities, and we need nore noney for
research and devel opnent, basic applied science.
hope this is addressed in the EI'S for whatever
choi ce DOE decides to do to make i sotopes.

|'d also like to address the crowd.
| graduated fromthe University of Detroit in 1973.
| have to admt |I'mbiased; | was a little bit
dreany-eyed. | was —wanted to be an engi neer |ike
nmy dad, and | becane a nechani cal engi neer and |

wor ked for Westinghouse, helping to build that plant

out there in the desert. It's a beautiful place.
It's a little research reactor. [|'mreally upset
that they ever built it at Hanford, though. | w sh

they'd built it at Los Alanps or Seattle, sonmewhere
where we woul dn't be associated with all the
terrible things that people associate with Hanford.
W're a very beautiful, clean facility; | w sh you
could cone out there and visit nme. You're al

invited to come to ny house in Kennew ck,
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Washi ngton. You can ask M. Al Farabee for the

addr ess.

Thank you. Goodbye.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Hi .

THE FACI LI TATOR Want to grab that
m crophone out there? |1'mgoing to pick sonmeone on

the other side of the roomto go next, too. Okay?
kay.
STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Hi. |'ma student
in Wiite Salnon. And | didn't know nuch about this
before I cane over here, but this has been really
insightful, and thank you for that.

But | was just wondering —the
effects of this nuclear waste is awful for the
environnment and for the aninmals, and I was just
wonder i ng what your opinions were on the effects of
that, and if you guys were for -- obviously you're
for it, because you' re part of the conpany. But
don't you feel awful about the effects that it has
on the environment and on the aninmals and what it
does? So if you guys would like to put your

comments in |I'mnot sure.
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THE FACI LI TATOR: At this point, |'1l
tell you we're taking comrents, and we're not going
to questions.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  (kay.

THE FACI LI TATOR | think they've
addressed, you know, sone of those issues point
blank. But I'd like to really get your conments and
your concerns now, and then we're going to nove on
with nore comments.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  (kay.

THE FACI LI TATOR. But | appreciate —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  (kay.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Appreciate it. It
does show your concern, too.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you

STATEMENT OF DEBORAH PENNI NGTON DAVI S

M5. DEBORAH DAVIS: My nane is Deborah
Penni ngton Davis, and I'm from Wite Sal non.
recently noved there a couple of years ago, and |
hope to make this ny hone for many nore years.

And ny main —one of my concerns is
the safety of drinking water, the safety of the
water in the Colunbia. | know in Wite Sal nron we
have a drinking water problemright now, and so

that's been sonmething on the m nds of people who
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live there, is drinking water quality. And
sonmet hing that many communities up and down the
Col unbia are faced with is that sooner or |ater,
ten, twenty years down the road, many of us are
going to be drinking Colunbia —the water fromthe
Colunmbia River. And | know that recently
radi oactive material has been found in
groundwat er beneath Hanford, the area there, and
sooner or later, it seens like it's going to be
making its way into the Colunbia, and it seens
sooner than later. And | can buy a filter to take
out cryptosporidiumand giardia and | ead and al
ki nds of heavy nmetals, but | don't know of any
filter or distillation process that can take
radi ati on out of our water.

And that's ny comment. Thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

"1l go to the gentleman all the way
in the back here. Yes. And then com ng back here,
the guy with the -- | should know t he guy that
introduced nme, but I"msorry. After that —thank
you. Go ahead, sir.

STATEMENT OF PETER GEI ST
MR. PETER CGEIST: Hello. M nane is

Peter Geist, and | represent nyself. And | want to
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thank Greg de Bruler and all the people that have
been functioning to keep this thing going.

But what | want to say is, it wasn't
along ago, | was in a neeting exactly like this,
over there. And there weren't as nmany people, but
my God, we were treated well. | nean, they --
peopl e up there, they took our conments, they wote
down everything we said, and then | got a big
panphl et in the mail with all of our comments and
stuff. And | thought, okay, well, that's settled.
Can you inagine ny surprise when this was con ng up
again? | thought we had settled this.

It makes absolutely no sense to nake
nore radi oactive waste when we don't know what the
heck to do with what it is we already have. All you
good people —all you good people are taking your
-- what is this, Wdnesday? -- Wdnesday ni ght,
com ng down here. You've got full faith in your
government to listen to you and then do sonet hi ng
about it. W did this a long tinme ago and not hi ng
was done about it. | want you to prove us wong and
do sonething about it this tinme.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Just a second.

MR, HOUSTON: Sur e.
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after that 1'Il cone to the lady in black, after
that, after —okay. So go ahead, please.

STATEMENT OF DOUG HOUSTON
OREGON OFFI CE OF ENERGY

MR. DOUG HOUSTON: Again, ny nanme i
Doug Houston, for those who weren't here at the
begi nning of the nmeeting, and I'mthe FFTF |ssue
Manager for the Oregon Ofice of Energy. And on
behal f of the Oregon Ofice of Energy, 1'd like to
thank the U S. Departnent of Energy for conducting
t hese neetings in O egon.

Over one mllion Oregonians live
al ong the Col unbia River downstream from Hanf ord,
and are directly affected by any actions taken
there. Ceanup of the Hanford site is one of the
top priorities of Oregonians. The Hanford cl eanup
job is tough, expensive, hazardous, and staff-

i ntensive. Oregon believes distractions fromthat
cl eanup nmust not be all owed.

Keepi ng these things in mnd, we
cannot support any new m ssions for FFTF unless th
following criteria can be satisfi ed.

First, there nust be a conpelling

need for any new m ssion. W cannot support any n
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m ssions for FFTF unl ess FFTF represents the best
choice for these mssions from econom c, technical
public health and safety, and environnental safety
st andpoi nt s.

We can't support any new m ssions for
FFTF unl ess operation of FFTF does not conprom se
Hanf ord cl eanup fundi ng, schedul e, or resources.

We cannot support any new m ssions
for FFTF unl ess operation of FFTF does not
significantly increase Hanford' s radi oactive or
hazar dous waste burden

The environnmental inpact statenent
nmust include a detail ed exam nation of DOE s
projections for irradiation needs and the rationale
for the conclusions. The need for irradiation
products, we feel, has not been docunented and is
not cl ear.

We nust see a broader selection of
options in the EIS, to include restart of other
shut -
down or standby U S. DCE facilities. DOE must also
exam ne the potential for use of private sites and
nodi fication of existing reactors and accel erators

to neet the stated needs.
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U.S. DCE nust performa conplete
exam nation of the costs of restarting FFTF. The
exam nation nust include the costs of restart,
operation, shutdown, and deconm ssioning. Estinmates
of total life cycle costs nust be
appar ent.

Oregon is particularly concerned
about the potential inpacts of FFTF operation on
current and projected Hanford cl eanup operati ons.
U.S. DCE nust exam ne the inpacts to Hanford cl eanup
from FFTF wastes, disposition of spent fuel, and the
potential diversion of resources from Hanford
cl eanup to FFTF operation.

We | ook forward to review ng an
envi ronnment al inpact statenent that includes a
conpl ete and thorough exam nation and eval uati on of
t he points made here and those contained in our
detail ed cooments. More detailed specific conments
were provided to DOE at last night's neeting in
Port | and.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Over here, then
we're going to the lady that's, yeah, waving so

artfully back there, after that. Go ahead.
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STATEMENT OF LESLI E NEWWAN

M5. LESLIE NEWWAN: Hi. |I'mLeslie
Newman, and | live in Wite Salnon. And | just
noved there, actually March of this year. | lived
in Los Angeles for a while; I worked in a top | aw
firmthere. |I'mvery, very famliar wth what

happens wi th nucl ear waste, fromvarious clients we
represented. | know that they don't have any way to
really control it.

And when you have wastes that | ast
for hundreds of thousands of years and they store
themin barrels that last for fifty or a hundred
years, you have to just |ook at that. How could
t hat possi bly make any sense? It doesn't.

And the thing that's amazing to ne,
it's like, you know, people are concerned, "Let's
see a cost-benefit analysis.” You know, if anyone
was really considering the future, the cost is so
high that there's no way it could possibly ever be
rationalized.

| don't believe these materials are
needed. Life does not need things that are so
dangerous to it. W do not need those materials.

And the thing that | really | ook at

is the kind of person that could get behind a
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programli ke this would be soneone who has no
ability to see the future, and doesn't care about
the future. They're |ooking at a very short-term
span, maybe their job that lasts for ten years or
twenty years, and they think, "Ch, "Il just die,
and then once | die, then other generations can be
concerned about it." And that's the only way | can
t hi nk people could actually live with thensel ves and
sleep at night with this kind of thing.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

After that, I'mgoing all the way
over on that side and —yes, thank you. Go ahead.

STATEMENT OF HOLLY MacPHERSON
UNI TED STATES W ND SURFI NG ASSOCI ATl ON

M5. HOLLY MacPHERSON: Hello, | would
—ny nanme is Holly MacPherson. |'mhere kind of
twof ol d, representing nyself as a chosen
transpl anted resi dent and property owner in Hood
Ri ver County, as well as the Executive Director for
the United States Wnd Surfing Association, which
happens to be based here in Hood River, and has been
for over the |last nine years.

| think that there have been sone
great comrents made here this evening. Yes, nedica

research is critical, education, all of these
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t hings. However, all of those things need a solid
foundati on, which obviously is not provided by this
Hanford site. W have a major problemw th the
exi sting contam nation in the ground, in the tanks,
in the holding facilities, and with this FFTF
building itself for the manufacturing process. To
restart that again is —it's al nost unfathomable —
unbel i evabl e.

Anyway, going to the wind surfing
side of things, nmany who |ive here know this
already. This is -- becones a nore than doubly
popul ated area in the sumertinme. W have a |ot of
tourismfromall over the world, including, you
know, the rest of the country. And that is
i ncreasi ng.

Sonme fol ks brought up Three Ml e
| sl and, Chernobyl. There aren't too nmany touri st
buses cruising through those areas. And with the
shift fromtinber, in some cases, sone agricultura
or fishing, which could have even worse consequences
if sonething were to happen out at Hanford, that is
becom ng the main |ivelihood —recreational tourism
and that sort of thing in this area.

And again, with an active nucl ear

pl ant of sonme sort |less than a hundred mles
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downriver [sic], downw nd at sonme tines of the year,
upwi nd during other times, | can't inmagine that
maki ng Hood River, White Sal non, Skamani a,

St evenson, Portland, Astoria, or many other areas in
this —in this vicinity very popular for that sort
of tourism so —

And | also want to thank CRU for
putting out the word to let us all know that this

was happening and giving us this forum as well.

Thanks.
THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Thanks.
We'll go all the way to the back of
t he room
STATEMENT OF STEVE ANDRES
MR. STEVE ANDRES. M/ nane is Steve
Andres. |['mpretty nervous; |'mnot used to

standing up in front of people. But | sort of can't
believe that |I'm here again.

| was born and raised on this river.
By the tine | was twenty-five, both ny parents had
had cancer. W ate everything we could out of the
river; we foraged, spent our |ife foraging on the
river. So after that, | noved over to a place
cal l ed Hal fway, Oregon, and | bought ny farmvery

cheap froma |lady who' d | ost her husband, who'd
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wor ked at Hanford for one year in the plutonium
production or sonething like that.

| can't believe |I'm standing here
again going through this. Twenty-five years ago we
fought this whole thing. The DCE wanted to put 500
nucl ear power plants in the United States. W
fought this thing, and I thought it was —I thought
peopl e knew by now that this was a pretty dangerous
thing to be doing. But here it cones again.

And | just can't imagi ne why anyone
woul d want to do this if they weren't getting paid
for it. You know, I'"'mnot getting paid to stand
here. | just want to see my environnent safe here.

And so | propose that the U S. DCE
nmust add anot her alternative, which is nunber 5,
whi ch permanently shuts down the FFTF, w thout any
further production m ssions nationw de.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (kay. As you cone
up there, I'lIl go —yes, the gentleman there.
kay.

STATEMENT OF GEORGE SHEPHERD

MR. CEORGE SHEPHERD: My name is
CGeorge Shepherd, fourth generation native O egonian.

| can't believe we're here. | really

can't believe it. It's like; don't you get it?
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mean, don't you get it? You know, we fought Trojan.
A round of appl ause for Lloyd Marvette.

(Appl ause.)

We fought Pebble Springs; we stopped
it. And you keep comng back. [1'Il tell you what,
you' re determ ned peopl e.

But you know, you made a mi st ake
here. W hope this | egacy of poison that has been
t he benchmark of Northwest sacrifice for the nation
is at an end. W' ve given our forests, our soil,
our water, our stone. W' ve nmade our contribution.
And yet we still have to hope. W still have beauty
here. And now we are besieged again in the nane of
medi ci ne and God and country. W have the
definition of irony, a hideous irony.

Shame has no face with DOE. The nost
poorly situated facility is only | ooked at what you
can get away with. It's only recently we' ve been
entertained with hearings am d m nd-boggling
mllions, with billions of dollars yet to be cl eaned
up.

This isn't wanted here. A m stake
was nade, estimating the Northwest as |ost country.
This is the worst decision nmade this century --

Hanford. Stop it now.
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THE FACI LI TATOR Here in the back
agai n, please. Yes, go ahead.
STATEMENT OF M KE CLEMENTS

DR. M KE CLEMENTS: M nane is

Dr. Mke Cenents. |I'mnot a real doctor, I'monly
a dentist; but, | do have sonme nedi cal background.
And you know, | would like to start

out by saying in response to the | ady who was here
from Hanford, you want to do medi cal research? You
know, the human race got along pretty well without

i sotopes for eons. And | would rather die at eighty
of prostate cancer than have ny children die of

| eukem a and thyroid cancer, or anybody else's
children, by the way.

You know, the governnent has never
lied to us. They've never put troops at New Mexico
when they set off the first blasts over there. They
never said anything about the Rocky Fork in Denver
| eaki ng radiation. They just now tested hundreds of
peopl e for thyroid cancer out of Hanford, which was
—which is now an adm tted | eak. But we sit here
and expect you to tell us the truth in the future.
Are you serious? You know, there are no prior

accidents, right? Everything's a clean slate.
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You know, nuclear radiation is an

insidious killer: has no snell, no taste, you can't
see it. It travels in the air and in the water; it
spreads out. It has the potential to kill the

globe. | don't get why we do this at all. This is

addressed, not only to this project, but to any
nucl ear project. It is —why don't you invest your
time and your energy in solar, in solar energy and
wi nd energy and wave energy? | nean, there are so
many better ways to do things, folKks.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Anen

DR. M KE CLEMENTS: Driving down the
river today fromwnd surfing, | heard a broadcast
on the radi o about the New Mexico burial site.

Okay? Now they're going to take four truckl oads of
waste there for thirty years —thirty years —and
they're going to get rid of 2 percent of our current
toxic —toxification. Now, does that make any
sense to anybody? Huh? You know, | don't get it.
Can sonebody el se get it?

Well, | just inplore everybody. You
know, you look like smart folks. [If you want to do
sonething and if you're interested in nuclear stuff,
why don't you find a way to detoxify it? |'m not

tal ki ng about —I1'm not tal king about meking it
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smal |l and burying it soneplace where it's going to
stay toxic for 200 —what have you —what do you
know t hat happened 250, 000 years ago, or even 10, 000
years ago, the half-life? You know, you can't —
you can't guarantee anybody anythi ng about that.

But you sit here and you tell us, "Ch, it's no
problem it's all taken care of; just trust us.”
Right. Okay. Thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR: (Okay, | prom sed |

would go to the far side of the room so —I think
you had your hand up after -- so you after the
gent | eman.

STATEMENT OF JEFF BI RDSALL

MR. JEFF BIRDSALL: H . M nane is
Jeff Birdsall, and I live in Trout Lake, Washi ngton.
And what | do for a living is help people solve
problens. And you mght not think there's a |ot of
problens in Trout Lake, but | have a | ot of
experience with this.

And | was here | ast year, and | was
—if you were here last year, you just know the
amazi ng anmount of information and charts and graphs
and incredible stories that were told. And so | was
thinking. | cane up with a solution, but | didn't

get a chance to share it, and then again | get a
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chance. Here's ny chance; tonight we're here
neeting again. And so |'"mpretty excited, because
now | get to tell you nmy solution. And I'mgoing to
call this option nunber 6. And stick with ne,

because I'mreally serious about what |'m presenting

t oni ght .

The way | thought about the sol ution
was, | thought this was a really interesting thing,
radi oactive material. It can both cause cancer and

cure cancer. Just think about that for a second.
That's pretty unbelievable. Can you think of
anything el se that can do that? That's what |
started thinking, and | thought I have to make ny
brain expand to new ways of thinking, and then it
occurred to ne: broccoli.

Now, this is true. Barns and
Franklin in 1976, Berkeley, California, found that
too many —too nuch broccoli can cause cancer, but
the right amount of broccoli can hel p prevent or
cure cancer. Ww. So I'mnot an al gebra whiz; but,
| ran this by sonme friends of mne. So this is ny
little al gebra equation, which is FFTF equal s cancer
pl us cancer reduction. Okay? And broccoli equals
the sane thing. And |I'mpretty sure there's sone

math majors in the audience tonight, and if you —
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if you look at this, you can see that you can cancel
of f the other things, and that broccoli is then
equal to FFTF.

Now, |'m not done yet. Now i magi ne
the possibilities we haven't even considered. W' ve
never really |l ooked into this. Wat are the
possibilities for space exploration with broccoli?
What are the weapons potential for broccoli?
| magi ne. Just choosing Japan and World War |1 as an
easy exanpl e, imagi ne B-52 bonbers flying over Japan
droppi ng hundreds and mllions of tons of broccol
all over the country, and the Japanese, a not
wast eful society, would be just conpelled to go
gather all the broccoli up, they woul d get
distracted fromthe war effort, they would consune
| arge quantities of broccoli, and then they would
all start having cancer —which we woul d be just
excited as a country: wow, our enem es are dying.
And then we could al so sell them radi obroccol
i sotopes to help themcure their cancer. And it
doesn't matter if it works, 'cause we'll nmake a
whol e bunch of nobney —which al so excites us.

Now, mny one last point to kind of
wap this up and bring it to the seriousness of the

-- what I'"'mtrying to present. M grandma, ny
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grandf at her, and ny nother have all had cancer; ny
mom s still alive. M grandma actually di ed hol ding
nmy hand, raising her hands to the sky. And I didn't
know what she was doi ng then when she died; | wasn't
sure. And then it becane apparent to ne in the |ast
meeting when I was hearing all this stuff about
FFTF. And she was raising her hands to the broccol
in the sky, to the —to her savior and her curse at
the sane tinme. And | thought, well, this is it, the
whol e broccoli thing; I"'mright on with this.

But there's one dilemma |I'mgoing to
| eave you with before I sit down, which is that ny
famly didn't eat broccoli very nuch, the three
menbers of ny famly who had cancer, two of
whom di ed. But they all have one thing in comon:
they all spent nost of their life living on mlitary
bases.

THE FACI LI TATOR | could put the
m ke right here. Wuld you like it right here?

MR COSMOS WORTH: Wl |, |'m Cosnops
Worth.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Here.

STATEMENT OF COSMOS WORTH
MR COSMOS WORTH:  And we're here to

represent the spirit of fun. And the spirit of fun
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doesn't like playing around in, you know, nuclear
reactive kind of digs. And so we really want to be
able to play with y'all a whole bunch and sing lots
of songs. So we just wote this little song just
now, and we want to share it with you. And you know
the words, so you can join in and sing al ong
[singing with Ms. Sol a Radi ance]:

"W want clean running rivers. W
want clean running rivers. W want clean running
rivers for our soul —for our soul.

"W want no nore waste fromreactors,
no nore waste fromreactors, no nore waste from
reactors —for our soul.

"W want clean running rivers. W
want clean running rivers. W want clean running
rivers for our soul —for our soul.

"No nore DOE broken prom ses, no nore
DCE broken prom ses, no nore DCE broken prom ses for
our soul."

One nore tine:

"W want clean running rivers. W
want clean running rivers. W want clean running
rivers for our soul —for our soul. dean running
rivers, we want clean running rivers. W want clean

running rivers for our soul."
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STATEMENT OF SOLA RADI ANCE

M5. SOLA RADI ANCE: Now, being
representatives of the —a nuclear famly and
representatives of peace on earth and heaven on
earth and |i ke, you know, sustai nable universa
truth, there is only one thing. And it's real
sinple. M/ young son here is a nuclear scientist
and a physicist and an astroengi neer, and he's got
t he one answer that you need to know. It's all you
need to know. Here you go, son:

M5. RADI ANCE' S SON:  No nukes is good
nukes. That is all.

M5. SOLA RADIANCE: A little |ouder
for the fol ks who couldn't hear in the back.

What he said, folks, is —

M5. RADI ANCE' S SON:  No nukes is good
nukes.

M5. SOLA RADI ANCE: Thank you very
much.

Just for the record as an individual,
what | want to share is |ike there's a nine-point
page here; | don't want to take up all that time to
read it. But perhaps we'll |eave a copy of that

wi th them people here. And on the bottomof it, we
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just want to say “Just shut down the FFTF!” That's
all there is.

THE FACI LI TATOR Wl l, given those
| ast two presentations, | think we'll take a five-
m nute break, and noving into the next section. The
restroomare back there. There's water back there.
W will only take five mnutes, so please cone back.
And we'll be starting back at that
m crophone, and I'll select a couple nore people.
Thank you.

(Recess, 9:00 p.m wuntil 9:08 p.m)

THE FACI LI TATOR If we could go
ahead and get started, please —let's go ahead and
get started. Thanks. Let's go ahead and get
started if we could. Thanks for com ng back
pronptly. If you could take a seat, we'll go ahead
and get started. |1'mjust going to ask you to
pl ease take a seat, and because you cane back so
early, 1'll go —start on this side, in reverse
order, just for fun. You, sir, here, and then —
ma'am and then if you' d cone over to that
m crophone. Yeah, thanks. You here, sir. o
ahead. | think we're up and running. There you go.

Thanks.
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STATEMENT OF BILL CLINE

MR BILL CLINE: Are we ready? You

ready?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah.

MR, BILL CLINE: Okay, thanks. Okay.
My name is Bill Cdine, and | live here in Hood
River, like nost of the —or many in the innmediate

area |i ke nost of the people here, and | represent
nmyself and | represent ny famly. |1'ma single
father of three boys, who I raise full tine. MW
boys are twelve, fourteen, and sixteen. And what |
have to say is a little bit about the past and a
little bit about the future. And as | did in the

| ast hearing, | brought a picture here.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: What's the picture
of ?

MR BILL CLINE: That's what |'m
going to say in a second. Gkay. This is my boys;
they're twelve —ten, twelve, and fourteen years
old. Ckay? That's the future, and the kids that
they're going to have. And | brought that to kind
of personify things here a little bit.

And then there's the past, which has
to do with —well, | guess | could go back to ny

col | ege days when | earned ny degree in political
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science, and I —we studied things wi th nucl ear
waste as part of ny environnmental stuff that | was
doing. And we were always worri ed about the waste,
and now here | am nore years than | care to admt,
right up —down the highway here froma big ness.

And what |'mconcerned with here is,
you put a lot of logical thought into this
envi ronnment al inpact statenent, as you said, a big
deci sion-making tree to try to make it a | ogica
process. You're scientists, and that's under st ood.
And | know that maybe there was a little bit of talk
about social inpact. But | think it's really
i nportant as scientists, even though that maybe
doesn't fall in within the |ogical part, that you
have social inpact: the feelings of the |ocal
residents —which is, of course, why you' re hol ding
the hearing -- but also sone of the noral
i nperatives that come with it, with —where our
government prom sed us and prom sed us this thing
was just going to be shut down. So there's two
i ssues here. One is the noral inperative to send a
message to ny kids and future generations that for
once the governnent's going to keep its word. Ckay?

Even though your mssion may be a little different,
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|"d like to see that thing witten in there a little
bit.

And then the other thing has to do
wWith just sinply —you just got to know, it's just
really a noral thing. You got to keep your word.
And that's all that everybody here is really asking.
You said “No.” Don't doit. You don't need to do
it right now Mybe that is a good thing, you know,
that you need it for nedical -- |I'mnot even
guestioning that right now. |'mjust saying please
keep your word and don't do this. Send a nessage,
for once, to future generations that maybe we can
have a trust in our governnment that they're going to
keep their word.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  The picture is
there. Yeah.

Yes, ma'am Thank you. Ckay.

STATEMENT OF KAREN HARDI NG

M5. KAREN HARDI NG  Thank you.

Thanks. M nanme is Karen Harding, and | am
representing -- | ama child care provider. M
famly and | make our living taking care of little

ones for ten other famlies in our area.
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And over the years | have realized
that parents with young famlies have a very
difficult tinme getting out to neetings, especially
when they're over and over and over. But that's not
to say that they don't have very deep concerns about
the world that they' re sending their children out
i nto.

So we decided to do sonet hing about
it this time, and we spent the week on a story |evel
with two-, three-, four-year-olds, five, six, seven
eight. And so | mght just tell the story that we
tal ked about this week. And then at the end |I asked
t hem a question about how to finish the story, and |
can relay that to you al so:

"Once upon a tinme there was a peopl e
that lived in a place, and they loved it very nuch.
But they did not get treated well, and so they
deci ded, under great hardship, to go across the sea.
And they went across the sea and they got to the
ot her side, and found a very magnificent and
beautiful land. Unfortunately, they did not treat
the people in the new land very well, either. And
one of the things that we learn at day care is that

when you don't treat sonmeone well, then you're
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al ways going to be afraid that someone el se is not
going to treat you well, either. GCkay?

"So the people were afraid, and they
built —they decided to build sonme big machi nes —
really, really big machines that woul d keep t hem
safe. And so they did. And that m ght have worked
for sone people for sonme little while, but
ultimately the machines got old, they started
| eaki ng, and there was so much poi son involved in
their fears, that it created all the poison that's
| eaking out to the river."

And so | asked, you know, "What
shoul d t he people do, have done or do?"

And | did have one little girl who
said, "They should build bigger nmachines; they
shoul d buil d bi gger machi nes so they woul d never be
afraid.” And | said, "Do you think that would
wor k?"  And she | ooked down and she said, "No; I
really think they should be friends."

| had soneone el se, a five-year-old
named Ren, who renmenbered that one tinme when she
just pretended to brush her teeth, that her nother
said, "Did you really brush your teeth?" She said,

"No," and then | really went and brushed ny teeth.”
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And | said, "Well, was it different?" And she said,
"Yeah; it was really clean, and | felt really good."

Little children, when they are
treated with respect and dignity, can understand a
ot of things. And if you can't tell them sonething
so that they can understand it, then it may be fair
to say that we don't understand it, either. They
have a | ot of ideas, but their —and on a nythic
| evel, those ideas are truth

The banner is signed by all the
children who agreed with the ending of our story,
that we clean up the ness we got out before we got
out sonmething new. And also that we work nore at
creating solutions that don't involve poison. So
they put their handprint, and nost of their parents
who were picking themup and dropping themoff also
put their handprint on there and said, "Thank you
very rmuch for this opportunity to share in a very
i nportant hearing.”

The design at the top | do not use
lightly, "She who watches.”™ M understanding is
that it's been found in several spots in our area in
the Gorge, that it is associated with burial sites.
| use it as a guardian of |life and death, a very

appropriate sign for what goes on at Hanford.
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And | believe that the water pouring
out of the mouth is fromthe Colunbia River, and it
deserves to be cleaned up to the highest standards
t hat we can hold, no matter how nuch it costs.
Thank you.
THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.
Yes, go ahead, pl ease.
|"mslightly slower, to let you wal k
and take your tine while wal king around, and while
you do that, I'll go back to the gentlenman all the
way in the back there with his hand up, and bl ack
and white shirt. Yeah. Yes, sir, go ahead.
STATEMENT OF ROD RI CKEL
MR. ROD RICKEL: Thanks. M/ nane is

Rod Rickel, and | represent ny sector of the human

race, | guess: ny famly, |oved ones, all ny
nei ghbors. | appreciate everybody showi ng up here
t oni ght .

| woul d hope that this environnental
i npact statenment would include exactly what this
young | ady was tal ki ng about, who just spoke, which
is to tell the truth.

And | don't —I don't agree with the
whol e mi ssion of the nuclear industry. | don't know

whet her we really need the nuclear industry. And
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"' mnot nuch of an econom st, but | would venture
that, had 50 percent of the capital that has been
i nvested or expended —nore |ike expended —in the
nucl ear industry for just the last twenty-five
years, had that been invested in |earning to better
understand the world we live in, and applied towards
nontoxi c efforts for producing energy, we'd already
be hal f way there.

Currently -- well, when | was a
little kid, the nuclear industry told us that it
woul d be so cheap to produce el ectric energy, they
woul dn't even put neters onit. That's alie. And
the | earning curve has been very steep for the
nucl ear industry, and I don't think —I guess ny
ot her great concern | would hope woul d conme out from
this environnental inpact, is the whole sense of
econony about this whole idea of starting this
sodi um cool ed academ ¢ reactor, you know, that it's
just a little academ c thing.

| grew up not far froma little
pi ckl e-barrel reactor at Reed Col |l ege, and nobody
died fromirradiation there. They |learned a great
deal. And | think if we keep the nuclear genie in a
smal ler bottle, | think we can probably tolerate the

academ c nature of it. But even if you take this
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400- negawatt reactor and operate it at a |lower rate
of 100 nmegawatts, the econony is still not there.
And there are literally mllions of people right in
our own United States who can't afford to |live —
you know, they literally can't afford to |ive. And
so the econony of what you fol ks are tal ki ng about
doi ng doesn't nake sense.

And go ahead and do your EI'S
statenent, but don't tell any lies, and nake sure
that M. Richardson and his predecessors have the
good grace and the honesty to tell the truth.
Because as | talked to Colette earlier, she said
t hat she sensed that there was a | ot of m strust
bet ween the public and the Departnent of Energy.
And it's no wonder that there is a |lot of mstrust,
because the records prove that the accountability
has not been there. And were | to do the job that |
do daily to earn ny bread -- if | were that
unaccountable, I wouldn't be working there. 1'd be
gone; they'd find sonmebody and sonme other way to do
it.

And so thank you all very nuch for

showing up here. And let's clean it up first.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

93
STATEMENT OF HAROLD ANDERSON

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON:. My nane is
Harol d Anderson. [|I'mfrom Ri chl and, Washi ngton, for
the last twenty-six years. For the prior twenty-
two years, | was born in Seattle and raised there,
educated there from ki ndergarten through twelfth
grade, and received a BSEE fromthe University of
Washi ngt on.

And unli ke one of the first speakers,
| guess | amvested in Hanford, because fromthe
Uni versity of Washington, class of '73, | was hired
to come and work at Westinghouse Hanford Conpany,
whi ch was overseeing the construction of the Fast
Flux Test Facility at that time. At that tine it
was —it had recently been nothing but a hole in
the ground, and at the —and they were just
constructing the contai nment vessel, which is one-
inch thick carbon steel. Sonebody was asking
earlier tonight would it contain the worst accident,
and the answer is “Yes.”

And | was involved as an el ectrical
engi neer to do devel opnment testing, start-up
testing, maintenance, in the way of calibrations and
corrective mai ntenance and nodifications to update

sonme of the instrumentation, in particular, on the
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refuel i ng machi nes, of which there are three, which
forma rotating part of the reactor head.

Before | canme to Richland, | had
heard it was a desert, it was going to be over 100
degrees, there would be strong winds and there was
going to be a | ot of radioactive contam nation. And
coming fromone of the nation's nost livable cities,
| was apprehensive about going there. However, |
was pleasantly surprised that normal people |ived
there, friendly people. | would —I walked up to
total strangers and said “Hello,” and they said
“Hel | 0” back, type of thing.

| went to work and found out that the
reactor was built out of —well, it was a giant
machi ne. The refueling machi nes thensel ves are
about two stories tall. But they were made out of
stainless steel, bright and shiny, and even today
they're still bright and shiny. The reactor is in
the —in its prime of life. | don't think that the
Seattle P-1 characterized it correctly, saying it's
an old reactor. | found it to be safe.

One can stand at the site boundary of
the FFTF and get |less radiation in a year's tine
than fromeating one banana. |'ve been drinking the

wat er that's punped out of the Colunbia River about
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five mles south of Hanford for the last twenty-six
years. No ill effects.

Wien | go down to work on the reactor
head and stand there about twenty-five feet up from
t he 400- negawatt fission reaction going on —but
where | stand, | only experience a radiation about
less than 2 millirem or just a little bit above
background. And if | stood there for three solid
weeks, twenty-four hours a day, then I would
accunul ate the same dose that living in Spokane
woul d give ne for living there for a year, just from
Spokane' s natural background radi ati on.

The FFTF is a $1.5 billion
investnment, so if we shut it down, we're going to
t hrow away that much noney, and nake an even bi gger
i mpact on the economy. It's not just to save $40
mllion a year.

How am | doing on tine?

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds.

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON. Ckay. It can
be used to save —or to elimnate long-lived waste
by recycling themthrough the fast neutron fl ux.

The spent fuel will not be a threat to the river,

and its additional anmpbunt will be | ess than one
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percent to the fuel that's -- spent fuel that's
al ready at Hanford.

Al so, you can be a cancer fighter by
keeping the reactor going. "Dateline NBC' |ast
Novenber, '98 —

That's it?

THE FACI LI TATOR  Five m nutes.

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON. Ckay. |If you
see —get a tape of "Dateline NBC," you will see
that the nedical isotopes can cure cancer.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: It's despicable
t hat —

THE FACI LI TATOR: Hold it.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: —vyou fol ks from
Ri chl and —

THE FACI LI TATOR Hold it, sir.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER —hire a
[ expl etive] bus to come down here and stack the
[ expl etive] hearing.

THE FACI LI TATOR Sir —sir, hey —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: It's despi cabl e.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Hey, none of that
obscene | anguage, or we'll —that's it. That's it.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: That's di sgracef ul
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Sir, please; that's
ridicul ous.

kay, right here. GCkay, and —okay.
kay, go ahead, sir, please.

STATEMENT OF DAN JOHNSTON

MR. DAN JOHNSTON: |'m Dan Johnst on.
| work at the FFTF. |'m an engineer there. 1've
been working there for twenty-three years. No, we
did not hire a bus to cone down here.

And there were several concerns that
have been nmentioned | wanted to address, plus sone
things | think should be added to the EIS.

There was concerns raised about the
safety of this machine. One of the things that
makes this reactor unique is that it's the only
government reactor that has been eval uated under the
sanme safety guidelines as every civilian reactor
that's operating in the United States, and the
United States is the world | eader in safety
t echnol ogy.

There are two things | think should
be added to the EIS. It currently lists —I ooking
at 5 kil ograns of plutonium 238, based on the
current need for NASA. Doesn't nake any al |l owances

for any additional future needs. Perhaps that
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anount shoul d be increased, and that would give a
nore realistic need or maybe just prove a need.

The other programthat | don't see
listed that | think would be very neaningful to the
fol ks here —when we | ook at the waste and the half-
life to the high-level radioactive waste that's
there, and we start talking in terns of 20, 000,

30, 000, 100,000 years, there are prograns where you
can continue to irradiate that, and you break down
sone of the active ions that are there, and you
start dealing with half-lives that are dealing with
50 years, 100 years, and 200 years. A big
difference in cost. And it strikes ne as
responsi ble to | ook at developing that if it's

f easi bl e.

And then the third thing is,
currently we're | ooking at evaluating it at 100
megawatts. It would seemto ne to be far safer to
use the evaluations that have already been done for
400- negawatt accidents. That would nore than
enconpass what coul d happen at 100 negawatts.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thanks a | ot.

Yes, sir.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

99

STATEMENT OF SAM DUNLAP

MR. SAM DUNLAP: My nane is Sam
Dunlap, and I'mrepresenting nyself. [|'malso the
President of a conpany called Heal Thy Comunity,
and ny passion is raising resilient children and
bui | di ng comuni ty.

|, too, can't believe that |I'm here
agai n.

As a little kid, | listened to
Presi dent Ei senhower dedi cate the Shi ppi ngport
reactor and herald a new era of clean, safe, nuclear
energy, and | stood right out here on this bridge in
prot est when they brought that Shippingport reactor
home to its final resting place at Hanford, at the
Hanf ord Reservati on

| recognize you guys. |'ve asked you
this question before, and I'"mgoing to be here every
time you have a hearing, and I'mgoing to ask you
the sane question. |It's a source of considerable
anguish to this child to sit and watch well -
i ntenti oned, honest, hard-working, white bureaucrats
sit inaroomin front of a largely hostil e audi ence
and make prom ses that they have no intention of
staying in place |ong enough to redeem You not

only won't be here to redeem your prom ses, but
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forget redeem ng the prom ses that were made by your
fathers. And let's not even tal k about the prom ses
that were nade by your grandfat hers.

Because the Hanford Reservation
wasn't always the Hanford Reservation. It was
called Wite diffs by the people, and it was a holy
and sacred place. And your grandfather prom sed ny
grandf at her, or your father prom sed ny grandfather
that they only needed White Cdiffs |long enough to
win the war, and then the people could have it back.
And so ny question to you is “Wien will be —when
will be —when will we be allowed to return to
Wite Ciffs to pray? Wen will be —we be all owed
to return to that |land and practice those sacred
cerenoni es that saved the earth? And which of our
chil dren, seven generations fromnow, wll be able
to go on that |and and gat her the nedicines and
performthe cerenonies that saved the earth?”

| | ooked at your alternatives, and |
didn't see one nunbered Alternative 5,

t hat said, "Shut down the Fast Flux reactor and
don't start any others anywhere in the country."”
And even though you said it is possible to come out
with a decision like that, | don't trust a process

that will yield a decision that's not on the chart.
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Because what other decisions that are not on the
chart mght that decision tree yield? So | think,
as a mnimm you need to add one that says,
"Alternative 5 permanently shuts down FFTF
wi t hout any production m ssions nationw de."

| | ooked at the things that your EIS

will consider, and | find no consideration for the
cultural and spiritual issues that | —that |I'm
concer ned about. | could find no consideration of

t he governnent-to-governnment relationshi ps between
DCE and the tribe or the native people, or the
Wanapum the people that lived along the river.

And since we're tal king about keepi ng
your word, | want to ask again, “Wwen will we be
allowed to return to Lone Mountain to pray? Wen
will we be allowed to return to Wiite iffs to
pray? Wen will our children be allowed to go on
that | and and gat her the medicines and performthe
cerenoni es that saved the earth?”

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Over here. M am
yes, after him

STATEMENT OF M KE M CHOVSKY
MR MKE M CHOVSKY: M/ nane is M ke

M chovsky. | live in Msier, or near Mbsier,
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Oregon, which is about five mles east of Hood
Ri ver.

Colette, you started off by saying
that these public neetings have been proven to work
time and again. | think you' re right, because we
were here before, and it keeps going on, and nothing
seens to be deci ded.

| also kind of object to the word
"mssions.” | really don't like that word. | think
t he people here have a mssion to shut this al
down, but to refer to these objectives as m ssions
really offends ne.

So | live about two mles or so from
the river, so | have some concern about this. But
if I lived in Norway, | think I'd have just as mnuch
concern because |'ma citizen of the planet that's
all of our hone here that we cohabitate.

And it seens to ne that there's
really no question about —there's really no issue
here. Anybody could sit down in ten mnutes or |ess
and |l ook this over and go "There's no issue here.
They can't start that thing up; it's insane.” And
everybody here knows that, and anyone here who can't
relate to that kind of logic, in my mnd, they're

si nply del udi ng thensel ves. They have a job that
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relates to the industry, as you all do. As you
stated earlier, everybody that was involved in
setting this up is involved in the nuclear industry.
Doesn't make any sense.

So why are we here again? 1It's got
to be obvious to anyone who thinks. There's only
one possi ble reason why we're here discussing this,
and it's because there's tremendous fortunes to be
made by certain people. And | don't believe it's
anyone in this room | think it's people that are
way filtered up above all this. So this discussion
of "Let's" —

The main issue that was brought up at
the last neeting had to do with nedical isotopes,
and it's being kind of played down a little bit this
time. Nowit's space m ssions. But nedica
i sot opes being used to treat cancer so that a
relative few people can live a few nore years, at
the potential prodigious risks of nyriad generations
of cancer and worse —1 nean, is there sonme |ogic
here? | don't —it escapes nme. It goes right over
nmy head. There's nothing in it but noney. And
whet her you agree with that or not, that's where it
is. If you sit down and feel into it for alittle

bit, anyone in this roomw |l get that.
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Peopl e who have jobs here in the
nucl ear industry, people fromthe Tri-Cties,
don't blame them for being concerned about |osing a
good-paying job. It's not that they're getting
rich; they aren't. They have a good, |ivable wage.
But the issue is big noney.

And the fact is that —correct ne if
|"mwong, but it seens to nme that one in three
people will devel op cancer these days. And there's
a reason for that. |It's the fact that there's a | ot
of toxins in our environment. And the idea that we
can clean up soneone's ill health with radi oactive
material —again, it's totally ludicrous. It's
conpl etely beyond ne.

| feel that we're being pandered to,
to our sense of conpassion on that issue. | think
everybody here's conpassi onate, whether we're
getting excited about this or not. It's sinply
because we don't feel we're being listened to.

| believe that this sort of a neeting
where there's the inference that we're being
listened to is the reason why people don't vote in
this country. Because we can sit here and talk to

you, and then have to have another neeting to say it
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all again. People aren't listened to in this
country.

And the only thing I have to cl ose by
is just we need to shut the whole stupid thing down.
Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: This | ady here.

"1l adjust that m crophone for you.
STATEMENT OF CATHY SNYDER

M5. CATHY SNYDER | didn't get that
far.

THE FACI LI TATOR Do you want to cone
to this m crophone?

M5. CATHY SNYDER:. Hello. M nane is
Cathy Snyder. | live in Husum Washington, and |I'm
a fourth generation Col unbia Gorge resident.

Yes, it's quite amazing that we're
here again. | guess that's the thenme for tonight.
Gosh, | don't know how many protests |'ve made
agai nst this Hanford Reservation in general, from
way back to the white train, laying on the tracks,
to standing on the Col unbia River bridge, to going
up to Richland, to comng to nany neetings —many,
many neetings, and witing letters. | —you know,

they must know ne really well, that's all | can say,
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if they really are listening to nme, because, you
know, it just —I don't know what el se to say.

| am opposed to the restarting of the

FFTF reactor for any reason. | ask you to stop this
study process, period. |If you proceed —no, |'m
not even going to read that part. | just ask you to

stop. You think, again, it cones down to noney.

How many mllions and billions of dollars are we
spendi ng, paying sal ari es of people researching
this? How nmuch noney is being diverted fromthe

cl eanup fund to researching this process of possibly
restarting this? How nmuch noney is being spent from
ot her funds, from maybe ny Social Security fund?
don't know. You know, it really all does come down
to money. And | want all the noney to stop funding
the research of reopening the FFTF. | want themto
take it off standby. There is no reason for this to
happen. The person that nmade this decision ten
years ago, seven years ago —really, | don't want
—that position and office does not have, should

not have the power to be able to do that, after

t housands of Oregoni ans, thousands and t housands of
us have said “No.” That's outrageous. And

Washi ngt oni ans.
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The other thing, we've nade it clear
that we want this done; that we want this stopped.
Congress has mandated the cl eanup noney. Quit using
our noney to study the restart of FFTF. Use our
nmoney to shut it down and clean it up

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR W'l | take sonmeone
fromthe mddle. Yes

STATEMENT OF CATHERI NE ZANGAR

M5. CATHERI NE ZANGAR:  There, | think
that' Il work. M nanme is Catherine Zangar. | live
in Hood River. [I'mpreviously fromWite Sal non. |
grew up and spent ny entire childhood in Richland,
Washington. | think | understand the nentality
pretty well. | was teethed on noney from Hanford
safety issues. Al ny famly, alnost, has worked
out there.

And | understand the intellectual
desire to pursue things at Hanford, but |I'mvery
much agai nst —Hanford noney and resources educated
us very well, and nost people, by the tine they were
in high school in Richland, we understood the
nonster we'd created out there, and how we created a
wast e product we couldn't contain, we couldn't take

care of. W weren't ready to vitrify it. In 1966,
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| was being told how that waste product woul d be
vitrified. Europe has started doing that; we
haven't gotten there yet.

And | can't -- | do believe I"'ma
cynic. I|I'mnot surprised to be here. | was in
Al aska when | read the National Fishernmen's Journal
telling nme what | had been exposed to swimring in
the Colunbia River as a child. It didn't conme out
inthe Tri-Cty Herald, people fromRichland. You
won't hear that there. You won't hear any of the
information that you need to nake an objective,
rati onal deci sion.

| think it's incredible that we would
go to the scientists in the industry and peopl e
associated with that industry and the peopl e who
live on that industry for information and input on
maki ng a broad deci si on about how we pol |l ute our
planet. It doesn't nake sense. It doesn't nake
sense when we go to the people who live off the
ti mber industry and go, "Wat do you think, should
we protect the spotted owl?" I1t's the sane kind of
situation. And we all make sacrifices. | am
willing to sacrifice. | amwlling to stop using
alumnumfoil. I'mwlling to quit using Saran

wap. I'mwlling to have cancer w thout a
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radi oi sotope to save ny life, because I'l|l use other
means to protect nyself. And if | |ose that ganble
after having swamin and lived in radiati on exposure
for ny whole childhood, I"'mstill willing to give up
that potential cure, because | don't want a waste
that —you told us earlier this evening that the
plan for this facility, this Fast Flux Test Facility
that I want shut down permanently and j ust
elimnated, that waste is going to interim
containment. Wiat is interimcontai nment? And we
solidify it? It's not in a stable state. [It's not
in a state that can't be again a contam nant and a
serious danger.

So until you conme to these citizens
and say, "W now have a way to guarantee your safety
and guarantee that we can handl e the waste product,
and that we are doing that.” Then | would listen to
you about having a nuclear industry. And |'m not
willing to consider it until then.

" mnot surprised to see you back
here again, and | bet we'll be doing this again,
because there are noney and academ c peopl e who have
a lot of power, who really want to see this kind of
t hi ng happen. And |I know how nuch it means to

people in research to have the tools that they want.
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And it's not that |I'm against research. | have
famly in research, and | have a research-oriented
m nd.

| don't think we need this for
educati onal purposes. |If you |look at our history of
where we have —educational |eaders in the nuclear
i ndustry have led the world as a nucl ear |eader.

And what's happening with nuclear activities around
the worl d? Look where we've |led them Do we need

that | eadership role? W should relook at our role
and how we | ead people as a nuclear industry, as a

state that does nuclear industry.

Where do | want to |lead then? | want
to lead theminto closing it dowm. | don't think we
need it for anything right now until we can clean
it up and use it well.

| see here all kinds of red flags in
t he conversations we have toni ght about waste, about
interimcontainment. |'mconcerned here that NASA
i s taki ng nucl ear products out into space. Wo gave
thema permt to pollute the space? | nean that's —
it's not |like we have this —we have such snal
vision to do sonething Iike that.

And so |'ve been given a one-m nute

signal, so | guess | would Iike to say in conclusion
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that I wasn't surprised, but I'mconcerned that a
nunber 5 option isn't on this list of options,
that the nost inportant and essential option wasn't
actually witten down and stated clearly, and that
option was to close down the FFTF, period. And the
fact that it wasn't witten there shows ne a | ot
about where this whole thing is going, and that
scares ne. So | think that needs to be rel ooked at.
It needs to be considered as the nunber 1 option.
Move the others down, and | ook at it that way.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yes. Yeah, we'll
go ahead and take you, and then you can conme up
here. | just pointed —I think we both pointed to
the sane thing. Go ahead and start here, and then
come over here. Thank you.

STATEMENT OF CATHY CARLSON

M5. CATHY CARLSON. Ckay, ny nane is
Cathy Carlson, and | live here in Hood R ver.

And we've been talking |ike about —
a | ot about noney here tonight, and they' ve been
doing the cleanup. | don't know what cleanup
t hey' ve done, because they started out —they had
177 tanks and they still have 177 tanks, and they've

still got all this stuff in them | don't know how




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

112
many were | eaking then, but 68 of them are |eaking
now. And they don't really even know what they're
going to do with all this stuff. W've been doing
this for ten years. They've spent $13 billion doing
this, and where did all that noney go, if we want to
tal k about noney and cost-effectiveness?

And now we're tal king about making
nore waste, only 1,500 gallons or so a year, and
we're only going to take it apart and ship it
somewhere el se and bury it under the ground, but
really not there. But what happened to the cl eanup?
It sounds |ike that cleanup and start-up cannot
possibly be in the same world. You can't —if you
can't clean it up, don't nake the ness.

They've —it's been proven that we
don't know how to clean it up. Qherwi se, after ten
years and $13 billion, you would think that maybe we
woul d have gotten word of at |east one |eaking tank.
It's just a total amazing thing to ne.

How can they tell us that they're
going to close the whole thing down in neetings that
t hey spent $5 billion having, between Washi ngton and
Oregon and the DOE and all those other people, and
t hey say, "Okay, we're going to shut this down," and

t hen sonebody can go out of office and not sign a
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paper, and that is all history? Were is the
accountability here?

There's a thing -- | don't know,
there's a Federal thing, it's called racketeering,
and it's when peopl e deceive other people and they
get their noney. And it sounds to ne like this is
racketeering. | think we should check into that.

| heard that there's -- there was
34,000 picocuries per liter in the water, in the
groundwater. This is like —it's an unfathomabl e
nunber. | have no idea what this curie thing is;
just know it's radioactive, and | know that it can't
be good. It doesn't sound |ike cleanup to ne. It
doesn't sound |i ke that you can create nore waste
and be so irresponsible to think that only 1,500
gallons a year is |like —I nean, even one gallon of
this stuff sounds deadly.

So | would just like to say that you
need to analyze all potential new waste streans,
their cunul ative inpact on the environnment at al
sites, that you need to analyze all inpacts from
addi ti onal spent —I|eak —fuel storage. You've got
to take Alternative 5 and, again, change it to

nunber 1. That permanently shuts down the FFTF,
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wi t hout any further production m ssions nationw de
—wor | dwi de, as far as |'m concerned.

THE FACI LI TATOR Did you want nme to
take a copy of that? Do you have a copy?

MS. CATHY CARLSON:  No.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Okay, this
one, we'll go here, and then I'"'mgoing to go all the
way over here, because |'ve not been on this side,
so —and then —I'"msorry, | didn't see you. o
ahead here, and then over here. Thanks. Sorry.
We'l|l be back to you shortly.

STATEMENT OF MOLLY SEE

M5. MOLLY SEE: Well, these speeches
have been hard acts for me to follow. M nane is
Mol ly See, and |I'm from Wite Sal non, Washi ngton.
|"ma grandnother and a witer. The grandnot her
part is why | do this.

One, I'mglad that we people
downriver from Hanford have this chance to tell you
how we feel about the past and present inpacts of
Hanford activities, as well as about the future ones
that are part of this scoping process. Because it's
unrealistic to think that the three are unrel ated
and not woven together in our mnds. It would be

i ke saying to your el even-year-old grandson, "Hey,
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|"mreally glad you' re wearing those nuddy boots in
t he sane places you did before, and that you even
t hought of sonme new places |ike the guest bedroom
and the attic; keep it up."

|"mglad you, officials, are here to
see the tip of the iceberg concerning people who
live in this area, how they feel. 1 was born and
raised in Hood River, and I've lived in parts of
Washi ngton for sone tine. |'ve never net anyone,
except at these neetings and these hearings, who has
ever said, "Hey, |'m happy about the Hanford of
t oday. "

There are people here; there are
peopl e who are not here. They nmay not speak at
heari ngs; and people here who may not speak. But
many people are worried, afraid, and angry. Sone of
themwite to their politicians and sonme of them
vot e.

Through years of hearings and
testimony of experts, DOE | eaders have heard sone
hard evi dence about the w tches' brew under the
| eaki ng waste tanks and where it's going. They've
heard about the possibility of an explosion if a
fast reactor with a sodium cool ant |ike the FFTF

were to be used for production purposes. It
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shoul dn't take a scientific genius to figure out
t hat having a nucl ear mal functi on anywhere near the
under ground waste could be very unpl easant i ndeed,
especially if there is no place to store the
hi gh-1 evel waste that woul d be produced.

And I'd Iike to think that anyone
coul d understand the pitiful irony of wanting to
produce isotopes for cancer in a facility that could
cause cancer, to add to the cancers already created
by Hanford pollution. | was happy that this was
brought up tonight, especially when the isotopes can
be made nore safely and cheaply el sewhere.

Pl utonium 238 to provide electricity
for space mi ssions can al so be made nore safely and
cheaply el sewhere, although | and others don't think
that the idea of this deadly material going up into
space is going to sit well with anyone who wat ched
Apol | o 13.

Here are a few of the inpacts that
feel must be considered in any environmental inpact
study before a restart of FFTF:

That all funds that were intended for
cl eanup, but used for FFTF "hot" standby, be

returned, and that no nore be used;
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That the DOE pay for every EIS
requi red, not take that from cl eanup

That the mandated job of cleanup be
conpl eted; that adequate storage for high-Ieve
wast es be provi ded;

And that no human involved in nucl ear
activities at FFTF could ever make a m stake; that
no nechanisminvolved in any part of this operation
coul d ever mal function, that no earthquake could
ever jostle this site;

And ideally, that FFTF be shut down
permanent|ly, w thout further production m ssions.

And |I'mrem nded, too —I think we
shoul d restore all treaty rights with the Indian
nation. It's disgraceful

As a personal note to the DCE, please
give us a break and forget all these harebrained
projects. Gve us back our peace of mnd. |If you
can't or aren't willing to do your mandated j ob,
pl ease nake way for sonme other agency or other group
who can.

Also, | amin favor of all of these,
especially the Alternative 5. Do | have to read
themall, or can | just give themto you again?

THE FACI LI TATOR: Fi ve m nut es.
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M5. MOLLY SEE: Ckay. They're really
good.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. If you
want to give us a copy of that, a copy for the
record, ma'am —you want us to take that for the
record? Ckay.

Over here.

STATEMENT OF ANN CHRI STOPHER

M5. ANN CHRI STOPHER: Hello. M nane
is Christopher, Ann. | lived in Hood River for
about eight and a half years, so |I've been here too.
It's wonderful to come to such a lovely party; it's
a bummer for the reason. | now live in Portland,
which is not that far away.

| was at the neeting last night, and
the first thing I'd like to nention is that —I1'd
like to note that a gentleman, a speaker, asked why,
if Oregonians were so concerned with Hanford, that
we sent the Trojan reactor there. And as a native
Oregonian, 1'd like to go on record that many of us
Oregoni ans woul d have preferred that it be sent to
the DOE as a paperweight. But that didn't happen.

Al so, a scientist once told nme "Never
trust your life to science,” and | use that as ny

mantra t hese days especially. |, too, ama
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grandnot her, and | hope that this —I don't have to
see ny grandchildren com ng to these neetings.

|"mvery sorry for you people
because you have a job like buffalo hunters did, and
soon tinber workers did. And | hope you have a
retraini ng program

My first conment really addresses the
recent format change in this neeting. 1'd like to
submt that after the elected officials speak, |
would i ke to see the —any representatives from
public interest groups speak next, so that they
don't have to wait with the other people. Because
by the tine they speak and are chosen in this random
sel ection, the nedia has gone hone, nost of the
peopl e have gone honme. And they are our
representatives. They are our only hope, besides
all the —you folks here. But they tell us what
we really need to know.

|'d also like to remind DCE of its
comm tment and prom se to conpletely shut down and
cl ean up Hanford by 2001. What happened? Does
anyone know? | doubt that anyone knows.

Also, I'd like to rem nd the DOE
that, from ny understanding, they don't even know

what's in sone of those contai nnent vessels, because
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they've nutated. Again, | go on line as saying this
is absolutely ludicrous to consider putting anything
el se up there

| think it's interesting that this is
—these neetings are held just shortly after we
have di scovered that it is nowin the groundwater.
The nucl ear contam nation is now in the groundwater
up there.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: They nmade a
m st ake.

M5. ANN CHRI STOPHER: Onh, that's
right. Excuse ne.

The idea of putting anything up there
isreally —it's beyond ludicrous, it's crimnal.
And | —yeah, it really is.

l"d like to go on record for saying
that | want nunber —Alternative 5 to not
be Alternative 5, | want it to be the only
alternative. But, I"'mwlling to have it be the
first alternative, and | submt that that could
happen and shoul d happen.

The DCE, it appears, is going to
break its prom se to the taxpayers. And it would
like us to believe that it has |learned fromits

previous errors and can now run a safe facility and
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can safely store the wastes incurred. | don't think
anybody in this room | don't think anybody in this
Pacific Northwest is that stupid to believe that.

No, we don't trust you. W don't trust you as far
as we could throw you

| think you should all nove here, and
maybe we' Il all go swimm ng, and that would be a
much better use of our tine.

Thank you.

M5. AMBI E CONDON:  Can you put this
up for ne?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah, "Il get it
[ adj usting m crophone].

Sir, in the turquoise out there —
yeah.

STATEMENT OF AMBI E CONDON

M5. AMBI E CONDON: Thank you; that's
just perfect.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

M5. AMBIE CONDON: My nane is Anbie
Condon. |I'm from Gol dendal e, WAshi ngton, which is
about sixty mles east of here.

And in ny public comment | want to
refer to the nine points that were put together by

CRU 1'dlike to enphasize that the EI'S should
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anal yze the cost of the current cleanup budget for
bot h mai nt enance and possible restart —accurate
and verifiable. Start-up figures nust be cal cul ated
and i ncl uded.

Anal yze all transportation costs and
ri sks, including public safety and any counter-
terrorist actions that nay be needed.

Di sclose all safety and environnental
ri sks associated with FFTF restart, based on a new
saf ety anal ysi s.

And in addition, Alternative 5 that
deactivates FFTF with no new production
m ssi ons.

And now if | can digress, |
personally amnot a fan of the EIS process, because
|"ve been involved with themin other things in the
State of Washington. And | think really they're a
tool for developers, and in this case you're the
devel oper. Because the onus of proof falls on the
public. And we're not the scientists, but we have
to come before you -- it's like being in court.

It's like discovery. And if we don't bring
sonmet hing up, then you don't have to look at it.
And | think that's wong. | think it's wong that

we have to do that.
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And so | fantasize about what | would
include in an EIS. And what | would have in an EI' S
is, I would | ook at the real business of Hanford,
which is that big cash cowthat's sitting out there.

And 1'd Iike to | ook at how the
corporate contractors have bribed ny Washi ngton
State Senators and Representatives with |ies about
the cure for cancer.

And I'd Iike to |l ook at the corporate
contractors that focus on prosecuting whistle-
bl owers instead of fulfilling cleanup agreenents.

And 1'd Iike the EIS to | ook at the
corporate contractors who spend their tinme creating
accounting systens that have bil ked the Anmerican
t axpayers out of an estimated $85 million in
overtinme costs —that's now in court.

And I'd Iike to Il ook at the corporate
contractors who waste our tinme and noney renegi ng on
the Tri-Party Agreenent, who constantly want to
renegotiate mlestones and safety threshol ds instead
of doi ng what we've been paying themto do.

And | have this fantasy that next
time when we're all here, that all of us are sitting

up at that table, and we have people fromthe rest
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of the United States and the rest of the world
representatives, and we're sitting up there.

And you got two podiuns, and at this
podiumis the Secretary of Energy, Bill Richardson.
kay? And then you can have a couple of generals
fromthe Joint Chiefs of Staff over here, and then
you can have a coupl e of pinheads from NASA t hat
want to tal k about Star Wars. Ckay?

And then on the other podium over
there, you can have the CEO from Battelle and from
West i nghouse and from Rockwel | and from Fl uor -
Dani el s.

And you guys can do this dance, and
you can BS each other, and you can whitewash it, and
you can do your consultation, door-revolving, and
you can do your whatever -- wait; | wote these
real ly good things down -- pal mgreasi ng and
wheel i ng and dealing, and you can do all that BS in
front of us. And we're sitting up there. And tel
me how fast you're going to start up the FFTF, when
we're sitting up there and we get to decide instead
of you guys. | want to see it reversed.

And that's all | have to say.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (kay, go ahead.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: It's all a m stake.
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THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER  Let's all knee
down and pray.

STATEMENT OF TOBI AS AMVON

MR. TOBI AS AMMON. Good. Thank you.
My nanme is Tobias Amon, and | |ive here in Hood
Ri ver since ten years, about.

| would Iike the DOE to include the
following things in this environnental inpact
st at ement :

Characterize all existing contam nant
sources at Hanford and all other sites before adding
addi ti onal waste;

Do a cost-benefit analysis for al
alternatives including total |ife-cycle costs,
waste treatnent, and di sposal costs;

Anal yze all transportation costs and
ri sks, including public safety and any counter-
terrorist actions that nay be needed;

Anal yze all inpacts from additiona
spent fuel storage, and disclose all safety and
environnmental risks associated with FFTF restart,
based on a new safety anal ysis.

| also think you should add a fifth

alternative, and that is that you shut FFTF down
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conpl etely, and have no further production m ssions
in the United States.

The isotopes, that was | ast year when
all the people fromTri-Cities cane, all rea
interesting, and sounds |ike a good deal. But you
know, you create isotopes and you create radioactive
waste at the sane tinme, which is going to make
sonebody el se get cancer. Sonehow, that doesn't
make sense; it's like you dig your own grave.

| s there any honesty left in
politics? | wonder, you know O is it all about
the dollar that sonebody can nmake, maybe in this
case a nucl ear contractor and a few enpl oyees?

Were there is potential noney to be nade, what does
it matter?

The FFTF was to be turned off by the
commitnent of the DOE in 1995, but it hasn't
happened. Instead, it runs on "hot" standby.

That's really expensive. | think $32 mllion a year
is alot of noney. So what is all this, running it
on "hot" standby? It's like a back door that's
still open, because officially the front door is

| ocked. You can't —you know, you're not supposed
to any nore, but you keep it on "hot" standby so you

can still do sonmething with it.
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When | asked about honesty in the
first place, that's what | nmean. Can we pl ease shut
it down as it was prom sed, and clean this up? Go
on with cleanup priorities. Besides, | nean, this
is the basic of nuclear energy and all those things.

| grew up in Germany, and about
twenty years ago, that's when |I first got to know
about all those things. And it was, back then, the
same thing: "It's all great, and it's really
efficient and it only -- the principle of
radi oactive electricity makes total great sense,

it's efficient,” and all this. But it's not solved
100 percent. You can't store the waste safely; it
cannot be done. It just can't be done, so we
shoul dn't produce it. W really shouldn't produce
it. And well, what are you going to do with this
stuff that's —okay, |'m al nbst done; two m nutes.
What are you going to do if all this
radi oactive waste that's to be produced? W could
put it in storage tanks. How about sone of the
| eaking ones? | don't think it's funny. | really
don't think it's funny. | think it's crimnal to
produce nore of this stuff that cannot be stored.

And that's totally irresponsible. And that's about

it.
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Pl ease, | hope that you are |istening
to us and do not restart FFTF, and you go on with
cl eanup. I'mwearing the colors of hope; it's
gr een.

Thank you.

STATEMENT OF KAREN POLLOCK

MS. KAREN POLLOCK: My nane's Karen
Poll ock. 1'ma nenber of Colunbia River United.

l"d like to just follow up on a
comment that Ms. See nmade earlier, having to do
with the mssion of NASA and how it relates to this
facility. | amalso very concerned about the waste
streamthat may be produced by this facility —we
have yet to find out exactly what that will be. But
| would |ike to focus ny comments, not on the waste,
but on the product.

And this fuel that will be used in
fuel cells or in storage energy cells in space
vehicles is very nuch a concern to ne, because |
feel that if we're going to evaluate this project,
we need to evaluate the product, the risks inherent
in using the product. And if you're going to use
the NASA mission as a reason for justifying the
restart of this facility, then you need to | ook at

the risks of using this product in space, and you
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need to look at the risks in |aunching this product
i nto space.

And | believe when | walked in there
was a display back here. | don't see it right now,
but it nentioned sonething about use of nuclear
material in space projects for twenty years, and
there's been no problem | don't feel good about
that. 1'ma space kid; | grew up —you know, [|'11I
never forget the night they wal ked on the Mon, it
was so exciting.

But | don't feel good about | aunching
nucl ear material through our atnosphere into space.
Because you can say, "There's not been an acci dent
in the use of this material, and we've got three
nore m ssions planned, and we've got to get out
there to that noon of Pluto before it freezes over
for another 200 years" —as if we can't wait 200
years to find out. Because there is atine and a
pl ace for everything that is appropriate. It is not
appropriate to consider using nuclear fuel |aunched
t hrough our atnosphere into space. It is too risky.
And that risk needs to be eval uated and | ooked at
very carefully, and added, please, to the scope of
this EIS. | think it's an unconscionable risk, and

you dare not take it on ny behal f.
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Thank you.
THE FACI LI TATOR: | had you conming to
one of those m crophones, and then we'll go here in

the mddle. Thanks.
STATEMENT OF JOETTE ERSI CK

M5. JOETTE ERSICK: M nane is Joette
Ersick, and I ama native Oregonian. | renenber the
river before the dans were here, and we wal ked al ong
and fished on the trails. And ny father was hired
to help build Hanford. And at the tine, he didn't
even know what he was wor ki ng on, because he wasn't
—he wasn't inforned; he didn't need to know that.
He was in the dirt and he was noving it, and he was
a 701 operating engineer. And we settled here, and
we've lived our life here and we've raised our
famlies here.

And | notice that there's a |lot of
people in the country that are attracted to this
area. It's one of the few places that you can find
like this on the face of the Earth; it's very
gorgeous, as you may have noticed com ng here. And
we' ve always had a |l ove for this place, and done a
ot of things to preserve it, and we' ve done without
a lot of things that noney could buy. And we've

lived sinply, and we kind of thought we were
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nurturing the Earth by doing that. And now tonight,
driving hone for this nmeeting here from Portl and,
heard on the radio that tank nunmber —and | can't
remenber —whatever, is now |l eaking 39 parts nore
than all owed safe into the drinking water. There's
nore news coming up all the tinme: the frogs in the
area don't |l ook normal, the plants are beginning to
absorb, and they're being tested. Well, this is
what we're just now hearing on the news. But |
think, in fact, people who |live here know the truth.
We know what's been happening up there. And it's a
total inpact |like the dead zone at the Gulf of
Mexi co. This river feeds the ocean. And when
sonmet hing goes wong with this —the danms that we
built are not all that stable, either, and they're
hol di ng back a lot of silt. Floods happen; that's
how this gorge was fornmed. And this is an active
area for earthquakes and vol canoes, and so it really
isn't a very safe place to have a reactor.

You know, we really inplore you to
consider all these factors, not just for us, because
it's our back yard, but for the health and welfare
of the entire planet. No restart, please.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Let's go here

first.
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MR JACK VILLA: M nane is Jack
Villa. 1'mfrom Trout Lake, WAshi ngton.
represent nyself and ny famly.

I'd like to, first of all, thank
Col unmbi a River United and everyone el se who has,
the | ast el even years, done battle with the DOE
And it doesn't surprise ne that we're here again,
because the DOE has a supply line all the way bac
to Washington, D.C., all the way back to the

Pent agon, and all the way into the pockets of the

132

f or

k

weal t hi est people on this planet. So this is what

we're doing battle with. You know, this is not an

easy battle.

| have sonme questions for you. 1Is
not true that the original scientists, nuclear
atom c scientists, refused to give the go-ahead f
the first atom c explosion? Anyway, | don't expe
an answer to that question, other than “Yes” or
“No,” and I'll give you —

THE FACI LI TATOR: Half a second.

MR. JACK VILLA: Wiat is the reaso
for exploring space, in the first place, if we're

at the same tine we're wasting the honme pl anet?

it

or

ct

n

And
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nucl ear waste is not the only thing that we have to
deal with that's not good for the planet.

Nunber 3, if we want to be in the
forefront of nuclear science worldw de and we want
to be in the forefront, | think the technol ogy that
neutralizes radioactive nmaterial would be the nost
i n-demand sci ence worl dwi de, and that's where we
shoul d put all our best brain power. And that
probably will nmake the nobst noney, in the final
days.

Nunber 4, | have here, do you have
a rehabilitation programfor workers at Hanford to
retrain them |ike we presented for the loggers in
this area? | highly suggest this, because it's
pretty sinple.

Nunber 5 -- oh, | had one nore
here. This was actually ny first question: “Is it
not true that the first use of nuclear energy was to
kill thousands of wonen and children —for exanpl e,
Nagasaki, Hiroshi ma?”

And all attenpts at harnessing the
atom for peaceful uses has dimnished the health of
t he pl anet.

And the last thing, | understand that

none of ny enotional coments will be listened to,
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so |l will read this one thing for the record.

| would Iike —the U S. DCE nust add
anot her Alternative 5 that permanently
shuts down FFTF, wi thout any further production
m ssi ons nati onw de.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Go ahead.

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay, ready? 1'l
be eighty years old next March, God willing and the
creeks don't rise and the Col unbi a doesn't get
i rradi at ed.

In 1937, ny famly noved fromthe
sluns of Chicago —in fact, we used to go up, and
our hero was Al Capone, if any of you renmenber him
to get a look at himat night at Powell's
Restaurant, Crawford and Madi son Avenue. W noved
out to Los Angeles, and it was absol ute paradi se:
orchards, red cars, stroll down Holl ywood —we
lived right down —you could see that "Hollywood"
sign; we lived at 939 North Kennmore. And it was
perfect, and | thought after World War 1l that |
m ght go back there. And | spent about one week
with ny famly, and said, "I would never like to

live here.”" Snpbg had ruined that city.
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We've lived in San Diego. | think
San Diego is going to grow to Phoenix. W've lived
fifteen years in Hawaii up in the |ava heights.

When the cars go by all the tinme in the norning, you
can see the snog. Fortunately, there's a trade w nd
that blows it off, but five mles out you can see
it. | can see that in Portland now. | was com ng
home today, and | could barely see Mount Hood. And
with the haze, people are calling it, but it is
snog.

You all are fortunate to have |ived
here in paradise. W cane ten years ago. W live
—nine years ago. W live in Wite Salnmon. 1'd
like to leave with you to think a little bit out of
the box. | canme here to learn tonight, and |
learned a lot, and | |earned from sone wonder f ul
people getting up to talk, and |I'm sure these people
have an awful lot to take back, too. And how it
conmes out, | don't know. And |I'mnot going to get
involved init; I"'mnore interested in you.

| have thirteen grandchildren. W
passion for themis they never fight the wars that
my generation has to fight. And the hundreds of
people that | know wal k the ceneteries of Europe.

Europe hasn't had a war, and you | ook back in
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history how long it's been. The Kosovo business is
m nor conpared to what happened then, and really so
is Vietnam and Korea. But ny passion is that.

Now I tell you, as far as I'm
concerned —this is just ny opinion; | won't try to
back it up with statistics, and I —and we're al
tal king about different things. But | w sh that we
coul d have a group here that could talk with the
enotion and passi on agai nst Hanford, which may be
justified —and I"mnot arguing for it —but |
wi sh you could put that into the autonobile, which
every one of you use. Because you don't want to
give up the autonobile, and | don't want to give up
t he autonobile, but the autonobile is polluting,
polluting, polluting, and it's going to kill a |ot
nmore of your kids than radiation from Hanf ord.

| also would like to point out France
has gone full-bl ower on nuclear energy. They have

sonet hi ng between 75 and 100 reactors. The reason

bring this up again is, oil is going to cone out —
is going to cause a big problem | won't see it,
sonme of you won't see it. But oil is what causes

wars. The big oil sources of the Mddle East and
| ndonesi a —and you know what's going on there. So

yes, you've got a problemhere, and to you it's the
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nost inportant problem but it's —all | can say
is, I don't think -- and I"'mnot trying to
di scourage you fromwhat you're doing. But please
think out of the box a little bit, as where we're
going to be twenty and thirty years fromnow, what's
goi ng to happen because of oil, what oil is already
doing to this country.

Incidentally, in the mgjor earthquake
they just had in Turkey, they had a big water
problem They sent five Navy ships there. You
don't hear about it any nore, because the best way
to make water is to desalinize it fromseawater, and
that's i nexhaustible. You need energy to do that.
The best energy to do that, | mght add, is nuclear
power .

So | know you don't I|ike nuclear, and
| don't —and one of the things |I've learned in
life is, part of the problemin living is making
choices. Neither one of themare any good, and so
you nake the best you can. But please don't stay —
don't let the word "nucl ear"” scare you. Look at
what's going to happen. And |I'mnot justifying
Hanford. 1'mjust talking to a bunch of dedicated,
wonder ful people, and saying think a little bigger,

think alittle longer, think on the pros and cons.
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And that's ny opinion. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: We'll go to the
back. Yes, you had your —yeah, sure.

STATEMENT OF ELI ZABETH SEE

MS. ELI ZABETH SEE: So | can go
ahead?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah.

MS. ELI ZABETH SEE: There, is that
good? kay.

Ckay, ny nanme is Elizabeth See. |'m
fromWite Sal nron, Washington. And | do agree with
t he gentl enman who just spoke, that the solution is
not gas or oil or nuclear, it will Iie sonmewhere
el se, maybe in solar energy. | don't know, |I'm not
a scientist. But there's got to be sonething better
than irradiating ourselves for 200,000 years.

The alternative that | chose for the
FFTF is to have it shut down permanently. The EI'S
nmust prove that humans will stop naking errors,
period. This is the only way to guarantee that
t hese radi oactive materials will be kept out of the
envi ronnent .

Recently, the best scientific mnds
in our country, our country has to offer, nmade a

boo- boo converting to nmetric, and subsequently a
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$125-m |l lion piece of equi pnent smashed into the
pl anet Mars. Recent accidental radioactive rel eases
in Japan and Korea denonstrate that human error is a
wor | dwi de phenonenon. In your EIS, you nust prove
to us that humans will stop goofing up, period.
The next thing that the EI'S nust
prove is that there will be no nore natural
di sasters.
| know that you people from Hanford
do nake a | ot of noney creating nuclear waste, and
that it scares you to inagine a world without it.
But | assure you that there is enough out there that
there will be no need to create any nore. You w ||
never run out of it, so | suggest you go honme and
clean it up
THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, we'll go back
there. GCkay, sir, you're after her. Thanks.
STATEMENT OF DANA VI SSY
M5. DANA VISSY: H . M nane is Dana
Vissy, and | represent nyself, Dana Vissy. And |I've
been living in the Gorge for the | ast couple of
years and | grew up in the Northwest, so |'mpretty
famliar with a | ot of environnental subjects. But
for sone reason, nuclear power has just been out of

nmy scope of understanding for a while, and it's
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sonmething that |I've been nore involved in in the
| ast year or two with Y2K i ssues and such.

But | wasn't here | ast year, and |
think that that's inportant, because | am here
today. And | think that I'mnot alone in that. |'m
sure there's plenty of people here that were not
here | ast year, that are here today to say the sane
thing that was said last year. And | think if this
-- if this nmeeting cones up agai n next year,
there' Il be plenty of people here that were not here
this year, that will say the sanme things again. And
that is "No; shut it down."

And | don't think that —at first
really didn't want to tal k, because | wasn't —I
don't know all the science behind things, | don't
know all the financial details, but I do know —I
think I know the difference between right and w ong.
For me, this seens |like the wong thing to do. And
| think it's wong, and the reason it speaks to ne
nost personally is that nmy cousin has cancer. She
has thyroid cancer, and she grew up in Kennew ck,
Washi ngton, and she's only thirty-three years ol d.
And she is now a part of a study of many wonmen her
age and others of her generation that are com ng

down with thyroid cancer. And | don't think that
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that exists in a vacuum | think that that is
directly as a result from Hanford.

And | think that in order to have a
full -scal e scoping process, | think that you have to
| ook at the cancer rates, and | think that you have
to | ook at the environnmental inpacts. You have to
| ook at the health records. You have to | ook at
what's actually going on to really understand the
i npact of Hanford, the inpact Hanford has had on
this area and these communities downstream
downwi nd. Because | think if you do that and you
really take into account all those statistics and
all those facts, | don't think that the financi al
benefits, the people that are going to be profiting,
the people that are going to —the systens, the
structures, the infrastructure that it's going to be
able to maintain, I don't think it's going to be
worth it.

Soif I think if we went —if we end
up here again in this scoping process, if you do
take into account our requests and you do that and
you | ook at those statistics, and we find oursel ves
up here again, then I'll know for sure that you guys
aren't listening, because it's the sane thing that's

been said again and again. And if we find ourselves
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here again, then shane on you, because this is
wrong. Thanks.

STATEMENT OF RI CHARD HORREL

MR. RI CHARD HORREL: Hello. M nane
is Richard Horrel. 1'ma Hood River resident. |'m
representing myself today.

For the record, I'd like to state
that | amtotally opposed to any restart of the
FFTF. | think it's absurd. You people really ought
to be spending your noney in psychiatric care.

Do you even consider this is
sonmething we're dealing with, is spent nuclear
reactor fuel? No one in this room regardl ess of
how intelligent you are, how nuch you've studied
this, can tell ne in any convincing way that we can
get rid of this stuff within the next 200,000 years,
which is well beyond anyone living in this room
right? W're not going to live —you're not going
to live 200,000 years, I'mnot going to live to —

and there's no real known way that we're going to

say, "Well, in the next five years we'll figure out
how to deal with that problem”™ It doesn't nake
sense. It's illogical to continue to create a waste

we don't know how to deal with, that is affecting

your lives —your lives, ny life. The water you're
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drinking presently, right now, may have radi oactive
particles. And you don't really know how one
particle per so-nmany, so-nany, is going to do you
any harm But those radioactive particles, after a
| ong period of tinme inhabiting your body, nmay decide
to go, you know, radical on you and cause a problem
Anyway, you don't know.

For the record, I'd like to say that
if you do continue with the environnental inpact
statenent, it nust include these things:

Denonstrate a conpelling need for any
new m ssi on reconmended with full consideration of
alternative neans of neeting those needs;

Characterize all existing contam nant
sources at Hanford and all other sites before adding
addi ti onal waste;

Anal yze all potential new waste
streans and their cumul ative inpact to the
environment at all sites;

Do a cost-benefit analysis for al
alternatives, including total life cycle costs,
waste treatnent, and di sposal costs -- a linear
accel erator versus the FFTF, to use the exanple;

Anal yze the cost to the current

cl eanup budget for both mai ntenance and possi bl e
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restart. Accurate and verifiable start-up figures
nmust be cal cul ated and i ncl uded.

| ncl ude any ot her conpani on
facilities and their costs, waste stream and
potential inpacts to the environnment, including
r epr ocessi ng.

Anal yze all transportation costs and
ri sks, including public safety and any counter-
terrorist actions that nay be needed.

Al'l ow for independent nuclear safety
oversight of the FFTF restart and operation, if
restart is recomended.

Anal yze all inpacts from additiona
spent fuel storage —very inportant.

Di scl ose all safety and environnental
ri sks associated with the FFTF restart, based on a
new saf ety anal ysi s.

Now di scl ose all safety and
environnmental risks —oh, before | get cut off,
again, the fifth —obviously, we're all here and
you know what we're going to say. The fifth option
is to shut the thing down pernmanently. Don't bother
starting it back up again. Nobody in this room
really wants to see that happen, except for a few

people that are going to profit fromthat direct
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action. But we're not going to profit fromit, our
children are not going to profit fromit, and ny
children are not going to profit fromit in any way,
shape, or form

And then you're all kidding
yourselves if you really believe that we're going to
find a safe way to deal with this, because there is
no safe way to deal with it, and that's the way it
goes.

Anyway, having said that, I'd like to
make people aware that life-style is about choi ces.
And if you nake a choice to live a life-style that's
very toxic, you also make a choice to deal with the
probl ens that happen as a result of that toxic
life-style. And that nmeans cancers and ot her things
t hat happen to us as we get older. You can conbat
all of these things through prevention, something
that's been happening for tens of billions of years,
by eating right and getting plenty of exercise and
| ots of sunlight and so on and so forth, and not
exposi ng yoursel f unnecessarily to toxins like
radi oactivity.

So again, it just makes sense that we
don't want to introduce this to an environment

that's already overtoxified fromall of these other
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problens, if there are alternatives. | understand
that you —you're probably all getting paid to be
here, which is wonderful that you get paid with our
tax dollars to be here, to listen to us. W're not
getting paid to be here. And | know that, again,

t he enptional comments nobody's |istening to, and
that you're all very well trained at not |istening
to them which is really good of you guys to do that
stuff. W all feel very inportant when we cone here
and not get heard. Anyway, | was here | ast year.
W all —we all knew the feeling, so —and that's
why we're really very disappointed. W're very
di sappoi nted that we have to continue this.

| want to nmake a personal note that |
think all of this —noney is a big part of it. |
t hi nk the whol e warnongering thing —I think there's
a huge cover-up of what Hanford really was al
about, which was killing tens of thousands of
peopl e. Weapons of mass destruction -- weapons of
mass destruction is what it's really all about. And
if we don't want to see that happen, we have to shut
the FFTF down. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Al right. Let's

see, just for tine here and for yourself, how many
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people still want to comrent tonight? So ten,
twel ve. (Okay, just checking.

Ckay. Yes, nmm'am

STATEMENT OF LAURI E CROSS

M5. LAURIE CROSS: Okay. |'mLaurie
Cross. | live in the Wite Salnon area. 1've been
in the area for fourteen years, and |'ve been in the
Nort hwest since 1967. And |I'Il al so be sending you
nore extensive witten comrents.

| oppose reopening the reactor. W
need to clean up Hanford, not start nore production
which wi Il produce nore waste.

| understand that Canadi an sources
are avail able for nedical necessities at a | ower
cost than FFTF.

| also believe the sane thing that
everybody el se has been saying, that the U S. DOE
nmust add an alternative that permanently shuts down
the FFTF, w thout any further production m ssions
nati onw de.

And | also would like to comment on
the way these hearings are being handled. |
recei ved the announcenent of the hearings fromthe
Depart ment of —Washi ngton Departnent of Ecol ogy,

just yesterday, only one day before this hearing,
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even t hough the cal endar inside goes back to early
Cctober. Kind of late notice for —about heari ngs,
|"d say. Thanks to CRU and the Oregon Departnent of
Energy, | found out about these and |I'm here.

| al so understand that the Anmerican
Nucl ear Society, a prostart-up group, is taking
bus | oads of people —we heard about this earlier —
from eastern Washington to sonme of the hearings, to
give the view that everyone is for start-up, or a
| ot nore people are, in areas where that m ght not
be the case. It appears to ne that there are
efforts to discourage public participation, not
encourage it. These sorts of things underm ne the
validity of these hearings and disrupt access for
public conmment. They reduce public confidence in
t he hearing process.

So | would like to ask for an
extension on witten comments for this issue. This
seens a really short tine, just until October 3lst.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yes, sir, then the
person in the front here, then in the back. Ckay.

MR. JAY CARRCL: Ready?

H, I'mJay —

THE FACI LI TATOR [Indiscernible.]
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MR JAY CARRCL: Hello, I'm—

THE FACI LI TATOR  [Indiscernible.]

Go ahead.
STATEMENT OF JAY CARRCL
MR. JAY CARRCL: Good eveni ng.
Hello. 1'mJay Carrol from Bi ngen, WAshi ngton.

am Jay Carrol from Bi ngen, Washington. Yes, Jay
Carrol from Bi ngen, Washi ngton

Thank you for com ng here tonight to
the Col unbia River Gorge, a place that quite
possi bly the people here have a chance to hear you,
and will be nost affected by any m shaps at the
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservati on.

Wiy are we here at a scoping hearing
for any EIS that is production-related, that does
not address the treatnment and contai nnment of waste?
Perhaps this EI'S does address nice, interesting
features such as space and exploration and nedi ci ne,
but it still does not produce -- or help contain or
stabilize existing waste.

Wiy am|l, a citizen of the Northwest,
still comng to these hearings and pl eadi ng for our
safety after years of defending the Tri-Party
Cl eanup Agreement —and our rights, at that? Wy

does the DOE continue to ignore the real threat to
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our environment, the real need to clean up existing
nucl ear waste storage facilities, and the real need
to permanently contain nuclear waste, and stop
introduction of all future reactors?

Wiy can the DOE consider health risks
in their EIS standards that are three tinmes nore
deadly than the Federal EPA standards and four tines
nore deadly than Washington State standards?

Wiy can't the DOA —DCE adhere to
the Tri-Party Agreenent and clean up Hanford's
deadly ness, and stop FFTF?

Wiy do we, the people of the State of
Washi ngton and Oregon, have to waste vital dollars
in filing suit against the DCOE for nonconpliance to
t he cl eanup agreenent, noney and effort that could
be used to help clean up?

Wiy does -- why does the DOE even
consi der producing nore solid and |iquid wastes from
t he FFTF, when there are hundreds of thousands of
gal lons of deadly liquid and cake waste that they
are unable to contain, waste that is stored in
outdated tanks that are presently |eaking into the
Col unmbi a River and al so threatening to expl ode?

Wiy is it so hard for DOE to accept

the m stakes of the past and nove forward with a
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contai nment and treatment of these outdated tank
farms, and not produce nore?

Wiy is the creation of nore tanks and
nore storage and possibly new reactors considered to
be cl eanup, while the treatnent and solidification
and stabilization through vitrification has not —
has been del ayed, not by nonths or years, but
decades?

Wiy can't the DOE just shut down and
deactivate the FFTF reactor and pay back the 100
mllion that has been wasted and drained fromthe
cl eanup Superfund in order to keep the FFTF on "hot"
st andby?

Wiy, when it is so clear that nucl ear
waste treatnent is of first priority, which presents
huge technical challenges, and it's devel opnent of
the technology and the facilities to permanently
store and contain hazardous waste —it's baffling
that the DOE can even consider nore production of
dangerous nuclear material that not —is not even
necessary.

| amtired of asking why, and demand
that DOE adhere to the Tri-Party Agreenment, and
realize that there's no time for delay. The Hanford

tank farnms have to be contai ned and stabilized
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before it is too late. Stop wasting valuable tineg,
and cl ean up Hanford.

In your EIS, please denonstrate a
conpel l'ing need for any new m ssions recomended,
with a full consideration of alternative nmeans of
neeti ng these needs.

Characterize all existing containnent
sources at Hanford and other sites before adding
addi ti onal waste.

Anal yze all potential nuclear waste
streans and their cumul ative inpact to the
environment at all sites.

Do a cost-benefit analysis for al
alternatives, including total life cycle costs,
waste treatnent, and di sposal costs. Exanples —
you ought to |look at a linear accelerator. It makes
a heck of a lot nore sense than a fast flux reactor.

Anal yze the cost to the current
cl eanup budget for both mai ntenance and possi bl e
restart. Accurate and verifiable start-up figures
nmust be cal cul ated and i ncl uded.

| ncl ude any ot her conpani on
facilities and their costs, waste streans, and
potential inpacts to the environnment, including

r epr ocessi ng.
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Anal yze all transportation costs and
risks. Include public safety and counterterrori st
actions that may be needed.

Al l ow for independent nuclear safety
oversight of the Fast Flux Test Facility restart
and operation if restart is reconmended.

Anal yze all inpacts fromthe addition
of spent fuel storage.

Di sclose all safety and environnental
risk associated with the Fast Flux Test Facility and
restart based on a new safety anal ysis.

And finally, the U S. DCE nust
consider as a first alternative, that we present as
Al ternative 5, that they currently shut down the
Fast Flux Test Facility, w thout any further
production, period.

Thank you.

STATEMENT OF NI CK ANDREWS

MR NI CK ANDREWS: Thanks. Hell o.

My name is Nick Andrews. | live in Hood River. Not
used to speaking in front of a m crophone.

But 1'd like to ask that you include
the Alternative 5 to permanently shut down
the FFTF reactor, and also that you include the —

i n your environnmental inpact statenent, that you
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i nclude the environnmental inpact on Germany. |In one
of your alternatives you included buying MOX fue
from Germany, that you include the production of
that fuel in Germany and the transport of that fuel
from Ger many.

And in your No Action Alternative you
nment i oned purchasi ng plutonium 238 from Russia, and
that you include the environnental inpacts of that
production in Russia and the transport of that from
Russi a.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

STATEMENT OF KI M Bl RKLAND
CENTRAL CASCADE ALLI ANCE

M5. KIM BIRKLAND: All right. | got
alittle tired tonight. M nane is KimBirkland.
|'mthe director of Central Cascade Alliance in Hood
River. | live here. | was born and raised in
Oregon. I'malso the conservation chair of the
Gorge Paddl ers C ub, and we educate paddlers —I
educat e paddl ers in our agreed-upon |ocal, regional,
and national conservation issues related to nuscle-
power ed paddl e sports. Recently, | took twenty

peopl e down the Hanford Reach, right next to
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Hanf ord, tal ki ng about these issues. [|'malso on
t he board of Colunbia River United.

And | usually make ny coments to the
United States Forest Service. And the tax dollars
bei ng wasted by the Departnent of Energy on the
Hanford site, this EIS and FFTF, nakes the | osses
fromthe Federal tinber sale programl ook like
t oot hpi cks.

|"d like to make sone conments, neke
them brief —you've heard themall before tonight.
First 1'd ask —like to ask that the Departnent of
Energy denonstrate a conpelling need for any new
m ssi ons recomended, with full consideration of
alternative neans in neeting those needs when you're
| ooki ng at the FFTF EIS.

Characterize all existing contam nant
sources at Hanford and all other sites before adding
addi ti onal waste.

Anal yze all potential new waste
streans and their cumul ative inpact —that's very
i mportant, cumul ative inpact —to the environnment
at all sites on the Hanford Nucl ear Reservati on.

Do a cost-benefit analysis for al

alternatives, including total life cycle costs,
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waste treatnent, and di sposal costs —for exanpl e,
a linear accel erator versus the FFTF.

Anal yze the cost to the current
cl eanup budget for both mai ntenance and possi bl e
restart. Accurate and verifiable start-up figures
nmust be cal cul ated and i ncl uded.

| ncl ude any ot her conpani on
facilities and their costs, waste streans, and
potential inpacts to the environnment, including
r epr ocessi ng.

Anal yze all transportation costs and
ri sks, including public safety and any counter-
terrorist actions that nay be needed.

Al'l ow for independent nuclear safety
oversight of the FFTF restart and operation if
restart is recomended.

Anal yze all inpacts from additiona
spent fuel storage.

Di scl ose all safety and environnental
ri sks associated with FFTF and restart based on a
new saf ety anal ysis.

And finally, the U S. Departnent of
Energy nust add another Alternative 5,

t hat permanently shuts down the FFTF, w thout any

further production m ssions nationwi de. Thank you.
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THE FACI LI TATOR: (Ckay, let's go here
first, and then you' re next.

STATEMENT OF NORRI S CHEATHAM
FRI ENDS OF THE COLUMBI A GORGE

MR. NORRI S CHEATHAM Hello. M nane
is Norris Cheathum | represent the 3,000-plus
menbers of the Friends of the Colunbia Gorge. W're
nostly a | and-use watch organi zati on. W oppose
things that detract fromthe scenic area, that in
some way serve as a detrinent to the National Scenic
Act .

In this case, we see the —or | see
the FFTF facility as nore of a threat to the scenic
and natural attributes of the Colunbia R ver Gorge
t han t he Beehouse, than the proposed casino, than
'nmost anyt hing you want to cone up with. And |I've
got a short statenent that | would like to read
here, that will just summarize our position on this.

"The Friends of the Col unbia Gorge
oppose any new projects and activities which
adversely inputs" -- "inpacts the natural and
unspoi |l ed character of the Col unbia River Gorge.
Restarting the FFTF is not conpatible with this
m ssion, in our opinion."

Thank you.
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THE FACI LI TATOR (kay, you, sSir.

STATEMENT OF PAT SCALLON

MR. PAT SCALLON: M nane is Pat
Scallon. I'mrecently —I've noved here recently.
And | really cane here to learn, and |I've learned a
great deal listening to all the comrents here.

But there's one thing that's really
troubled me a lot as | listen to all of this. I'ma
| awyer by trade, and as | listened to all the anger
and all of the fear and all of the hyperbol e that
has gone on here, | see a siege nentality. | see
the people that live here, that |ove this place as
much as | do —they fear that they're being invaded
by sonet hing that they neither understand nor they
asked for. And | see the scientists —ny father
wor ked at a nuclear plant. | —nost of ny friends
are engineers. | amnot afraid of science, | am
afraid of those people who nake the decisions about
science. |I'mnot afraid of a nuclear reactor, I'm

afraid of the nuclear reactor that has an al coholic

monitoring things. |'mafraid of the decisions that
are nmade in hunman terns. | "' mnot afraid of the
sci ence.

And | think that what | would |ike

t he peopl e who propose and who are vested in these




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

159
prograns, that if you want the people who are
threatened to not have this siege nentality, then
you have to put away your science, because that wll
not convince them You have to put back on your
humani ty, and you have to keep your prom ses. That's
where it is.

Everybody here has come up, or nost
of the people that have conme up here, and they've
basically said one thing: "That place is dirty; you
prom sed to clean it up, and you haven't done a
thing."

Now, | don't know if you should
start-up that Fast Flux or not, but I'"'mtelling you
one thing. |If you are scientists and if you believe
in your own capacity, then direct your energies to
cleaning it up. Because you start cleaning that
pl ace up, you get one barrel cleaned up, you get two
barrel s cl eaned up, and you cone back to the people
of Hood River, and they will drop their defenses
somewhat. They will begin to trust. But these
peopl e have every reason to be afraid of you, and
it's your problemto correct this m sapprehension,
if you feel it is a m sapprehension.

Because | believe in science.

believe you can do it, and | believe you can do it
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safely. But | don't believe there's the political
will todoit. | don't think that there are the
priorities in place to nake sure that first things
get done first. The first thingis, find a way to
deal with the material that is there in a safe,
per manent fashion. You finish that project, direct
all your attention to that project. You cone back
here with an answer to that, and you guys will have
a very different audience.

Thank you.

STATEMENT OF TI M YOUNG

MR TIMYOUNG M name is Tim Young.
" m from Gol dendal e, Washi ngton

And | would like to start by —I'm
nostly going to focus on nunber 1 on our Ilist,
which is, | think that the U S. DCE needs to
denonstrate a conpelling need for any new m ssion
recommended, with full consideration of alternative
nmeans of neeting those needs.

Now, when | |ook at this information,
what | would call the scoping of the scoping
process, there's nothing contentious here. If you
| ooked at this, you would believe that the DOE just
wants to do what's best for everyone. W have the

"Fast Facts: One out of every three persons
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admtted to U S. hospitals undergoes nedica

procedures using isotopes,” et cetera, et cetera.
There's no "Fast Facts"; they' re saying, "One out of
every three people in this country get cancer, and

many of those cancers have been directly related to

radi oactivity.” There's no balance in this
material. There's no citizen input in any of these
things. |If the public wants sonething, they can go

to a public information center. This doesn't |oo0k,
to us, or at least to ne, like you're really
presenting both sides of the issue that needs to be
brought out and opened up. That's one thing.

| nmean, it's alittle too slick. |

mean, you have the little kid with cancer, with the

little doll. It —that kind of public relations
just, to nme —I've dealt with DOE for ten years on
these issues. It just |ooks like bad faith. And as

many vol unes of public information and input as
there's been on all these issues, there should be
pl enty of people, experts, representatives of the
ot her side, that should be represented in your
materials. That's constructive or destructive
criticism however you want to |l ook at it.

To the specifics of the scoping, for

one thing, |I think that, in fact, there has been a
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pl ut oni um acci dent involving spacecraft. There was
a Russian spacecraft a few years ago that -- a
satellite, | believe, that reentered the atnosphere
and spread pl utoniumthroughout the Andes. And so |
think that the inpact of that accident should be
consi der ed.

And the idea that the safety of using
plutoniumin space -- | think that it's
i rresponsi bl e of the Departnent of Energy to take
NASA at their word for that safety, if we're going
to be starting up a new production facilities to
create sonmething that they claimthey need. So |
t hi nk you shoul d consider the safety factors of
pl utoniumand its use.

The other thing is that, although we
were told that the m ssions today did not include
the production of tritiumor materials for nuclear
weapons, | don't think that should preclude the
stock —the end of production of nuclear materials
for nucl ear weapons, to neet these ot her needs.

Those facilities that are presently
producing tritiumor other materials used for
nucl ear weapons shoul d be considered in the EIS,
whet her those —I nean, after all, how many nucl ear

weapons do we have? Over 8,000, 10,000, sonething




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

163
like that? How nmany have we ever used? Thank God
we've only used two on popul ations, but we've tested
a few nore —you know, |ess than a hundred. Those
ratios -- if we need these nedical isotopes so
badly, we can surely give up sone of those nucl ear
weapons to get them So | think that has to be
considered in the EI S

And finally, just a personal note.
Today | was thinking about what to say here tonight,
and | began to realize that if another country told
our country that they had trenches filled with toxic
and radi oactive waste on the edge of one of our
wat er sources, and that water was | eaching towards
our —one of our rivers, and that they were going
to take the noney that we were going to use stop
that, and use it to keep the FFTF on "hot" standby,
we woul d consider that an act of terrorismif
sonebody else did it to us.

| f sonmeone said, "W're going to
drive around with highly radioactive materials in
trucks and railways,"” when who knows, 40,000 people
a year die on our highways from acci dents, we woul d
consider that an irresponsible terrorist act.

And | could go on, but my point is

that if soneone el se was doing it to us, we would
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consi der that an act of aggression agai nst our
country. |If we do it against ourselves, sonmehow
we're just supposed to expect —accept it as part
of the bureaucratic problenms that cone along with
havi ng a nucl ear weapons program and nucl ear energy
pr ogr ans.

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | think you should
include in your environnmental inpact statenent that
geol ogi sts assess the geological stability of the
Hanford area into the next several centuries. |
don't see anything in your material that talked
about havi ng geol ogi sts study that matter.

Al so, you should do a cost analysis
of all the lawsuits fromindividuals that may be
harmed by radi oactive exposure in the future. Look
what' s happened to the tobacco industries, and that
could certainly happen to the governnent. The
government's getting sued all the tine.

Al so, you should do a deep and
conprehensi ve analysis of the nmud at the bottom of
the Col unbia to assess past radi oactive deposits,
and based on that, how nuch deeper it will grow over
t he next century.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Ckay.
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STATEMENT OF KEI TH HARDI NG

MR. KEI TH HARDING My nane is Keith
Harding. | live in the Hood River Valley here.

Back in the early 1970s when | was in
college, | renmenber going to a lecture, and it was
sonme kind of engineer/scientist with a Ph.D., and he
was speaki ng about solar power. And he said that if
Anerica had the will and the comm tnent, we could be
conpletely solar-powered within |ike a twenty-year
span. Now, that man at the tinme was probably about
seventy years old, so he's probably not with us any
nore. And |'msure there's bezillions of scientists
around that could argue that any which way. But the
key is the will and the comm t nent.

What is our obsession with founding
everything in death? W talk about great nedical
possibilities with it. It basically boils down to
using sone formof deadly force to try to heal, when
there's way, way nore traditional ways of healing,
way | ess deadly.

Time for all you good folks, all you
good people, to do sone retraining. GCet into other
forms of engineering, and reduce this obsession with
death in Anerica and in the world. Really, you're

al | good peopl e.
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STATEMENT OF BRI AN SCHULTZ

MR. BRI AN SCHULTZ: M nane is Brian
Schultz, and | live in Hood River Valley. |[|'ve been
here for sixteen years.

Twenty-five years ago, | graduated
wi th honors fromthe University of M chigan School
of Engineering. |'ve been trained as a scientist.
The science does scare ne. One of the things I
| earned while in school was that there is no safe
and secure way to deal with the waste. Twenty-five
years ago, | was able to foresee the problens
caused by the accunul ati on of nucl ear waste, and
|"ve tried to bring about a stop to the production
of nore waste. Twenty-five years later, we still
don't have the capacity to deal safely with the
waste that we have al ready accunul at ed, sone of
whi ch has now | eaked into our groundwater. \Were
is that radioactivity going to end up?

For the record, | strongly request
that the DOE include in its progranmmtic
envi ronnment al inpact statenent the foll ow ng:

Denonstrate a conpelling need for any
new m ssion reconmended, with full consideration

of alternative nmeans of neeting these needs.
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Characterize all existing containnent
sources at Hanford and all other sites before adding
addi ti onal waste.

Anal yze all potential new waste
streans and their cumul ative inpact on the
environment at all sites.

Do a cost-benefit analysis for al
alternatives, including total life cycle costs,
waste treatnent, and di sposal costs.

Anal yze the cost to the current
cl eanup budget for both mai ntenance and possi bl e
restart. Accurate and verifiable start-up figures
nmust be cal cul ated and i ncl uded.

| ncl ude any ot her conpani on
facilities and their costs, waste streans, and
potential inpacts to the environnment, including
r epr ocessi ng.

Anal yze all transportation costs and
ri sks, including public safety and any
counterterrorist actions that may be needed.

Al'l ow for independent nuclear safety
oversight of FFTF restart and operation if restart
i s reconmended.

Anal yze all inpacts from additiona

spent fuel storage.
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Di scl ose all safety and environnental
ri sks associated with FFTF restart based on a new
saf ety anal ysi s.

And the U S. DOE nust add anot her
alternative that permanently shuts down FFTF,
wi t hout any further production m ssions nationw de.

| believe that many of DOE's and its
contractors' enployees could be used to clean up
this nmess that we now have.

And in closing, paraphrasing Upton
Sinclair, “It's difficult for a person to understand

the truth when their paycheck demands that they

don't.”
STATEMENT OF BRENDON RON MORRI S
MR. BRENDON RON MORRIS: H . M nane
is Brendon Ron Morris. 1've lived all ny life in

the Colunbia Gorge area. And | just wanted to say a
little bit.

And if this machi ne does get started
back up, and it produces a |lot of waste and it turns
the world into a trash can, it's left to the kids to
clean it up

That's all | have to say.
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STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'d just like to
say sonmething real quickly, that | think that
Al ternative 5 that we propose, is the only
alternative that should be really considered.

But getting back to Alternative 1,
whi ch says to restart the FFTF, 1'd like
to add on the description that you nove the
Depart ment of Energy downstream at Hanf ord.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: What a good i dea.

STATEMENT OF LYNN JAECKLE

M5. LYNN JAECKLE: My nane is Lynn
Jaeckle, and I'ma Hood River resident. | used to
live in Houston and know quite a few people at NASA,
so the cleanup of nuclear waste and its safety has
been up for debate for many years with ne.

| want to address the scope, because
that's what this neeting was supposed to be about.
And | think the biggest problemis the |ack of a
No FFTF Alternati ve.

Anot her problem | have is where you
list inpact areas to be anal yzed, and you call that
list tentative. | hope that neans that nothing is
going to be deleted, but only nore areas m ght be

added.
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And |'m not opposed to progress or
research, and if you can figure out how to make it
environnmental ly safe, 1'mnot even opposed to
nucl ear energy, per se. \Wat | am opposed to is the
fact that the cleanup hasn't happened. But all this
time and noney is being spent on governnental hoop
j unpi ng and not cl eaning up Hanford, which was
promsed. So really, this whole thing is kind of
totally out of line, because it's like putting the
cart before the horse.

That's all | have to say.

Oh, and nost of what everybody el se
said, | double it.

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay. Wen | was a
little kid, | used to go to the Buster Brown shoe
store and put on shoes, and stand there in a scope,
and the shoe sal esman and ny nother and | woul d al
stare at the bones in ny feet in the shoes.

And then | got alittle older, and
t here was sonet hing wong; they couldn't figure out
what to do with nme. So they stood ne in front of a
fluoroscope, and | renenber standing there and the

doctor was saying, "There's her stomach and there's
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her pyloric valve,” and they just did a general tour
of ny body while | stood in front of this machine.

And then | renmenber when | was stil
in public school reading in the newspaper about
peopl e in Kentucky and Tennessee coul dn't drink the
mlk for a while because there was sonething on the
grass that the cows ate that made the m |k no good.
And so | began to know about radiation.

And then | went off to college, and |
happened to go to a small private school, not very
far froma place called OGak Ri dge, Tennessee. And
then | went off and I was in nedical research, and
| " ve used i sotopes.

And then | got a little older, and
then | got thyroid deficiency and thyroid disease.
And then | got ovarian cancer, which has an 85 to
100 percent nortality.

And | remenber Dixie Lee Ray and all
the things that she —wonderful things she was
goi ng to do.

| couldn't figure out why | had
thyroi d di sease, because |1'd only been here thirty
years, and | lived this way instead of downw nd from
Hanford. | eventually found out, in the past few

years, that they also were releasing radiation
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outside OCak Ridge, Tennessee. It was a nice valley
to do research, to see what woul d happen. So |
wonder how many ot her people back in Tennessee and
in the Mdwest have what | have.

In working in research, | know that
—I know all the good that radiation can do. |
al so know that, just |ike when they were staring at
the bones in ny feet, they didn't know what they
wer e doing, and when they were staring at the organs
in ny body, they didn't know what they were doing,
and when Dixie Lee Ray said that she was going to
make canals around the world with atom c energy, she
didn't know what she was saying, and when they were
rel easing radi ati on around Gak Ri dge to see what
woul d happen, they didn't know what they were doing.

And unfortunately, we still don't
know what we're doing, but the ness is there. And
just staring at bones in your feet, or sone vall ey,
or the grass and the m |k being contam nated —we
have now got a situation there at Hanford that, when
| lay in bed at night thinking about how do you
cl ean up groundwater. There is no way. How do you
clean up a river as big as the Colunbia R ver?
There is no way. And we're tal king about the half-

life.
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Until you can clean it up, there is
absolutely no reason to be talking this way. Don't
even consi der nmaking nore. You know, aninmals either
keep their nests clean or they die in their own
filth. And that's what we are right now. W have
contam nated our nest, and we will die, and your
chil dren and your grandchildren, and your nothers
and fathers and your aunts and uncles, and all the
rest are going to die in our contam nation. Don't
do anything until we can figure out howto clean up
our nmess. Thank you.

STATEMENT OF ClI NDY DE BRULER

COLUMBI A RI VER UNI TED

M5. CINDY DE BRULER: I'ma little
nore wi de awake than | was |ast night at this tine.
|"'m Cindy de Bruler, Director of Colunbia River
United. | welcone you all to Hood River, Oregon.
hope that you've had your eyes and your ears open
and that you've heard and felt the nmessage. |'m
really proud of ny community and being a part of the
peopl e here.

And | think that what you need to do
at this point is to go back to Washington, D.C.
where this problemoriginated. 1It's a political

problem It didn't originate with the people in
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Richland. It's a political problem And tell them
that the political heat is too great, it's too much
of arisk for themto nove any further with it. And
they better |isten.

|"ve been trying to get in touch with
Vice President Gore, with key people that are
involved with this decision and won't take a stand.
And as you know, it's very, very difficult to
penetrate those walls back there. But | see you
peopl e as our channel; you can speak for us. And
|"mreally glad that you chose to cone to Hood
River, this little tiny town on the Col unbia, as one
of seven sites for a national DOCE hearing. Thank
you for com ng, and pl ease take our nessage back.

STATEMENT OF CHRI STOPHER NI GARD

MR. CHRI STOPHER NI GARD: My nane is
Chri stopher Nigard, and I live in White Sal non,
Washi ngton. And | would like to thank you all for
comi ng and having a nmeeting in our area. | know it
must be difficult to stand up there for the hours
you' ve been here and feel the tension in the room
so | really appreciate it, because | think it's not
easy for anybody.

What 1'd like to go on the record as

saying is that | would like to see in the scope an
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alternative, and not nunmber —not nunbered numnber
five, but perhaps nunber —at |east nunber one, be
that the DOE deactivate the FFTF, and that there is
no further nuclear production in the nation.

But 1'd also |like to go further and
ask that in that scope that the DOCE considers
changing its total m ssion statenent from production
of nuclear energy into not only cleanup, but also to
put the noney and its energy and its capable
scientists into finding a way to neutralizing the
poi son that we've created with the waste. It would
not —it would just be a shift of a paradigmfroma
—from production of sonmething that's a poison and a
toxin that's harnful to everyone and every |iving
thing, not only in our country, but in the world, to
sonet hi ng where we could perhaps find a way that we
could not only clean it up, but neutralize it and
make it unharnful to us, and then go on fromthere,
but to discontinue the production till we can have
that means. Thank you.

STATEMENT OF GREG DE BRULER

MR GREG DE BRULER Hi, it's Geg de

Brul er.

(Facilitator adjusting m crophone.)
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That's okay, you don't need to do it;
| can bend over.

| just want to thank you for com ng
here, because Hood R ver, this valley, this gorge,
is between two nountains, and the grandfathers and
the great-grandfathers and all the Indians that
lived here way before we ever cane here, cane here
because it's a very special, sacred spot in the
world. We call it, “The CGorge;” we call it
gorgeous. |'ve been here since 1983, and what |'ve
found is that it's a spiritual center, that people
cone fromall over the world, that cone here, and
then they end up living here.

What we have here and what woul d
happen toni ght was the people, the souls, the people
in the future talking to us now, |ooking way out
into the future, and realizing that we're on the
wrong track.

Now you have a probl em

Unfortunately, you're sitting on that
side of the fence, and you have this burden, because
| believe that you' ve been enlightened. | believe
that the lights have cone on and that you understand
what we're tal ki ng about and why FFTF nmakes no

sense.
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So you have different paths you can
go. You can go down the road and do an EI'S and get
into this and spend nore noney. O you could nake
it sinple. You could go up to Secretary Ri chardson
and say, "Hey, it doesn't make econoni c sense, it
doesn't make political sense; there will be a war, a
| egal battle you will lose; it doesn't nmake sense.”

Thi s adm ni stration has done a lot to
try to make environnental ethics a reality. And
when we go back to our founding fathers, the tinme of
George Washi ngton and the Iroquois nation, they
taught us sonething, but we lost it. And that was
that we are responsible for our actions for at |east
seven generations. But we aren't, and we don't. W
don't act like we're responsible for our actions.
Unfortunately, in those days they never knew what
contam nati on was, radioactivity was.

And | just want you to realize that
—I| hope you can go talk to M. Richardson and that
you can make hi munderstand. |If he needs to give
sonething to the Tri-Cities for a token, do a linear
accelerator. But do not think that FFTF will ever
get started again, because the political will is

here. This is a sanpling of what's in the Northwest
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and what's in this nation. And we don't need to
spend any nore noney goi ng down this road.

Again, | thank you for com ng; |
really do. And it was fun. And | did get the bar
to stay open later —and that shouldn't be on the
record, so you can cut that off. They usually close
at 12:00, but they'll stay open till 1:00 tonight.
And I'd Iike to have a beer. So thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. And you
said you're treating everyone? |Is that what you
sai d?

(Laughter.)

Thank you for comng. This neeting
is officially adjourned. Thanks a |ot, and thank

you for your patience this evening.

(Whereupon, at 11:17 p.m the neeting was concl uded)
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